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PREMMJNARY EEMAJ^KS. 



It cannot be unknown to those who feel an interest in the 
continvan^ of otpr: Cownpn^ School Bijrstom,, th^^ » violent 
attack has lately been made upon it, and upon the Board of 
Education and itsindefati^bleSecretarj, under whose auspi- 
ces the Schools haveso signally prospered. The defence of 
the Board and of the System against the charges made by their 
^assailantSfhasdrawnforth three Letters from the Secretary of 
the Board, and numerous RemaHcs from able writers in the 
Daily FreMi ^^ the Tif>l^nce Pif tlui ^taclt» tff^ al^Iity of the 
defence^ and the great importance of the several papers to a 
correct history and full understanding of dur'Schodl'Systent, 
have induced the publishers to collect all of importance 
that has been Written on both sides of the cdntroversy into 
one pamphlet, that it may be eoiiveniently read and preserr- 
ed, and that the public May beawak^ned to the danger which 
threatens the most iniiMirjtaitt institution, next to that of in- 
dependent cKurcheS) thii.t has descended to us from the Pil- 
grim Fathers. 
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t6e 
COMMON SCHOOL CONTROVERSY. 



The first pBpei consists of B commonicatjon to the Editor of the "Qiristiao 

tV'itnesi &&d Cburdi Advocate," wbUh, as appears from mbseqnent pap«n, 

WM wiiueu by Edward A. Newlon, Esq. of Pittsfleld, It appeared Feb. 93, 1844. 

CHRISTIAN EDUCATION. 

Me. Ediiok: I beg to draw the atiealion of your readers to the following bean- 
tiful sketch of a part of ihespcecb of Mr. Webster, in the celebrated "Gifard case," 
now under discussion in the Supreme Court of the United Slates at WashingiOo, 
published in the I>aily Advertiser, of this city. Every Christian heart wtM re- 
apond with delight to the seniimenis there expressed ; they are truth, and right- 
feoueness, aad well would it be for our country, if ihey were tmiversEiIly adopted 
and acted upon. This was the principle upon which edocation in Massachusetts 
W8B ooginaily established bv our Pilgrim lathers, and we cherish the recollection 
of ix wi% the profoundest thankfulness. 

But what are We doing now ? Can any one tell wherein the system of Mr, Gi- 
rard, and the present system of our "Board of Education," or ratner of its Secre- 
tary, difiers; or where the esseniial line of agreement, varies? I abstain from 
pressing the subject further at present, desiring only at this time to draw the at- 
tention of Christians of all denominations, holding Orthodox creeds, to the grave 
question, with the hope that they will examine for themselves. There is scarce- 
ly^ subject that so much requires, perhaps, demands, more ihonghtfut investiga- 



"Mr. Webster commenced his argument before the Supreme Court this morn- 
ing, February 10, in the great Girard case, occupying the time of the court from 
its opening, 11 A. M. till about 3 P. M., when it adjourned. He conclusively 

Saved that the system of education directed to be pursued at the Institution, by 
r. Girard, professed to be baaed upon principles of morality, but which were ■ 
separated entirely from reIig:ion. He, also, showed that it was not in the power 
of man to separate them, demonstrating them to be inseparable — as Qo-exisimg, or* 
not at all; and that, without religion, there could he no such thin^eiistingasgen- 
uine charity. 

"The religious sectarianism of which it was the aim of Mf.G. to divest the 
contemplated institution, was admirably shown up. He proved that by theman- 
ner in which he proposed to accomplish it, he was attemptmg only the lopping off 
tbe branches of sectarianism, while he laid the axe at ihe root of Christianity it- • 
self. He (raced the principles of Girard"? grand moral system of instruction to 
Paine's "Age of Reason," and Voiney's "views of Religion." He exposed the 
inevitable tendency of those principles, and showed it to be the undermining 
of the fabric of Christianity. Whatever might have been Girard's views of re- 
ligion and liiorality, he proved that he did not adapt the means to the end he had 
proposed — that end being a hi^ morality — for he closed the door against morals 
as well as religion. He, likewise, proved that there could have been no principle 
of Christianity whatever to have influenced the mind of Mr. Girard tn establish- 
ing the institution ; as. In my estimation, be showed that he lived as he died, 
without the influence of religion; therefore, the grand principle waf wanting, 
and there could be no charity, 

"His scriptural allusions were numerous, apt and fbrcibte, ^Va ittiatratlng 



ihe ucted principle of charity. He cited from ihat foanuun of inaoiretioB, tke 
case of the widow and bei two mites, in evidence of the true principle of ch&iity, 
and with such deep feeling, and genuine pathos of longuBAe and manneT, aa to 
be affecting in the extreme. White the nch man gave of his abundance, alie 
ffave all that she bad ; and she waa exhibited to us without a name, withont a 
tamily, without a tribe, that she might be held up to ns as a living moDument of 
charity to endure forever. * 

"Tbe effecr of the whole argumeDt was solemn and grand, exhibiting a xihioa 
of argument and eloquence, such aa is seldom or ever heard before that court. — 
Giratd, could he have come forlh from his grave, and listened to it, would hare 
given worlds, did he pONeas them, for the pMr privilege of taking back all he 
had given, only to have given it again with a differeuc spirit — aregeaeratedheart." 

The second paper consists of Remarka made by the Editor of the "Witneaa" in 
consequence of the receipt of a letter probably from the Secretary of the Board, 

though we are left to infer this, in which the writer complains of the injustice 
done to himself and the Board in the communication of Mr. Newton. It appeared 
March 8, 1844. 

THE SYSTEM OF PUBLIC EDUCATION IN MASSACHUSETTS. 
In the remarks appended by a valued correspondent to aa extract from the 
speech of Mr. Webster in the Girard case, wUdi appeared in our cohimns, a fort- 
night ago, inquiry was made, "Can any one tell wherein the system of Mr. Gi- 
rard, and the present system of our Board of Education, or, rather, of its Secre- 
tary, differs, or where ihe essfTitial line of agreement varies?" Mr. Webster ha^ 
in the extract given, characterized the system of Mr. Girard aa one "which lays 
the axe at the root of Chris lianily itself." 
Exception has been taken to the suggestive query of our correspondent, and our 
V attention directed to the fact, that tbe Massachusetts system is the system esiab- 
' lished by law, and, therefore, is not to be spoken of as "the system of the Board 
or its Secretary;" that, while Mr Girard has forbidden clergymen from holding 
or exercising any station or duty in his college, or fromenienng within the prem- 
ises appropriate!] to it, doubtless a large majority of all tbe school committee men 
'in this State are clergymen; that, m the Normal schools, "tbe only class of 
schools over which the Board have any control," the Bible is, and has been, 
- from their first institution, daily read ; and that, while Mr. Girard's beneficiaries 
are to be educated in the college alone, the religious instruction of the fireside, 
the Sunday school, and the pulpit is open to all the children in our Common 
Schools; moreover,/hat neilner the Board nor its Secretary has ever said, or done 
8 single thing discountenancing the use of the Bible ia our Common Schools, or 
tending to exclude religious men from their supervision, or adverse to the direct 
leaching of any amount of religion, provided it were not sectarian religion. 

Our correspondent authorizes us to give the following statement of his position. 
His design, as staled in the article undor remark, was to ask the attention of 
"Christiana of all denominations holding Onhodoi creeds," to the beat'ug of our 
Common School system, as conducted by the Board and its active and^able Secre- 
lary, upon tbe religiou* characLjr of the rising generation. If others choose to 

f;ive it that aileaiion wnich he asks, and which he thinks the subject imperatire- 
y deiuands, he will be gratified; if nol, he feels himself under no obligation to 
ohtrude his views upon ihc public. But, whether right or otherwise, in his views 
and opinions, he claims "the right, in common wiib all bis fellow citizens, to 
diaw attention to all matters of public concern ; and he maintains, that having 
done so, in the way of question simply, aiErming nothing, he has done it in the 
least offensive way possible." Our correspoodeot did not ioiimate that there are 
identically the same arrangements in the supervision of Massachuseiis schools, 
as were directed by Mr. Girard to be observea in his college, nor thai the scholars 
are here as there confined to ihe premises wheie ihcy ate taught; he merely ask- 
ed "where tbe essential line of agreement varies" beiween the two systems ; and, 
by anv fair construction, must be understood to have alluded to that ^reat princi- 

iile which Mr. Webster so ably assailed in his argument, Ihe separali-n of inlel- 
ictual and nwnd eulbtre jr<m religifitu (eaehing. 'f {lis is the point of his intended 



^ VSmw Ginvd allows ibe Bible to be osed in hi* wiioul, tnit Ite forbida Kay inlar- 
preiatioa of it- His scholars may, if they can, pick \if religiouB instnicluiii else- 
where. This is, in our judgmeat, and in that of our correBpondeat, Btriking ^t 
the root of Cbristiaaity itself, and Mr, Webster has well stated its dangers. lit 
illuscrui(» of the similarity of the system whi^ h«e obtaias, with that dedgned 
by Mr. Giiard, we quote the language of our correspondent : 

"'' ' a principle of action in Ute Board of Education, that no book Gar reading 
-■-— shall be used in our schools, or form part of our school district ti- 



, form pi 

braries, that contains any doctrine or precept in theology or diyinity that anvmem- 
her of the Board shall take exception to. The Board is said to embrace all relig* 
ious denomination H ; it does, I heliere, eare and except the papist, who, very 
.soon, will demand admittance, and, on their priitciple of actioD, must be admit- 
• led. What then ? Ih, the papist, may, and will, except to the received translii- 
tioD ol the Bible; and when ite does, the Bible must be excluded from our schooli, 
m the established principle of action in the Board abandoned. 

"The Bible may be i^ in schools, but it may not be interpreted ; here is the 
close parallel between the two systems. A chilil in our schools may hear, the Bi- 
ble read, and he may read the books put forth by the Board of Educaticn, but ai 
he has never heard the former eiplamed or interpreted, and as all teadung of 
what Orthodox men hold to be the doctrines of grace is excluded in the books fur- 
nished him to read, he may not, if the child of wicked, or indiSerent, or igiuH^ 
parents, or guardians, ever truly know what is necessary to his salvation ;JiemBy ■ 
''pick up" the knowleds^, as Mr. Girard's boys may, or he may not." 

The Hon. Secretary, in his laM report to tbe Legislature, furnishes a practical 
commentary upon such a use of the Bible in our schools as this system allows. 
In the examination of a school at Edinburgh, in Scotland, he found the boys per- 
fectly acquainted with the text of the four Gospels, and the Epistle to tne He- 
Inews, so that they could turn to any passage selected at random, in less lime 
than it could be recited by the examioer, and yet utterly ignorant "on points of 
common morals, as" controlled by the Bible. To the interesting narrative of 
that examination, the Hon. Secretary subjoins, "The children had been admira- 
bly trained in most respects, but their minds seemed not to have been turned ia 
ihis direction." 

The a^rteemeat between the system of Mr. Girard knd that which is in action 
bete, as implicated by our correspondent, lies in their both excluding Cliristiaaity 
as an essential element of education, in the training of children, leaving that iJif 
be procured when, and how it may. Now the Puritans, who founded me Com> 
mon School system, had no sncb design. "The aim of our law (now) is," says 
the Secretary's report, "to secure as much of religious instruction as is compati-' 
ble with religious freedom;" and what that is, in the esteem of those in authori- 
ty, may be inferred from what has been said of the manner in which books am 
prepared for the reading of our ehildren. 

On the propriety of designating this system to be that "of the Board, or, ratber, 
of its Secretary," we will not be strenuous. But we should not lender "honor lo 
whom honor is due," if we lost sight of the fact, that since the existence of the 
Board of Education, legislative action has followed the course indicated by their 
able Secretary ; and no feature of the system has been more assiduously pursued 
by him, .than that which provides for the avoidance of what he esteems "sectarian 
rel^on," That it is a favorite item in bis plan, appears in all his reports to the 
legislature, and in none more conspicuously than in the lasr, in which we have 
the very interesting record of his observations in the kin^oms of Europe ; and 
all that he saw conspired to convince him, we find, of the inferior altainments in 
morality and gospel precepts acquired in "those schools where religious creed), , 
and forms of faith, and modes of worship were directly taught." If the system 
he not his by autiiirity, it is his by prejerence, and constantly exerted, powerful 
inBuence. 

We have belore us the report of a legislative committee, made at the session in 
1610, reconunending the abolition of the Board of Education and of the Normal 
Schools, and the prime argument of that document is, that by Ihe present arrau^- ^ 
meni, all power practically centres in the Board, and that "so far from continuing 
~ ir system of public instruction upon the plan upon which it was founded, and 
o miicb it has been so long, ana so successfully carried on^ the aim of 
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-the BoKtd appears M b«, to rm«M it akaeeiher." In that laiav tep«tt, in ^nd 
-^eibllbtrtitgjustiaWtehnBkmacxtireiBed leepeetian tbe reliciom teftaebM tf 
' the ^fViHna, TAich me fiowrO hu tulopted «x the iBBtance, we ietiste, o( in Sw- 
tetaiy: 

"A prominent toeosiiTe, olready^ tmiM^t fonnud by dw BtmrA of EAKailon, «■ 
a means of moulding the sentimenta of tbe riBin|r^neration,i!i the prqjelct of Aiif. 
* aishing, under cbe satictian of the Boai^, a Bcbool library for etrth di«ri(H in the 
Commonwealih. It ii proteased, indeed, that the Matter ifteleeied fM this Ubmry, 
will be free both from sectarian and {wtitical objections. UnqnestiCttably the 
Ilosrd will endeavor lo render it ho. Since, however, relifeiwi and poliiiw, in thia 
free ewantiy, Me so intimately connected with every other sufgect, the aceom- 

•^ ptisbment of that object ia uiMrly impossible, nor Would it be deeireble, if poni- 
hle. That mnai, indeed bean UHiniereBtingcOurseof reading, which would leart 
OBtmi^ied' either of these subjects ; and he must be a heartless writer, who enti 
treat religions or political snbjeeis, Withont aSbrding any IniKcBtion of hu politic 

-cal or rel^ons opinions. Books, which confine ihemselveB- to the mere state- 
inetit of undinniced propositions, whether in politicB-, religion, or morels, must be 
toeagre Indeed ; nor is it possible to abetraet from treatises on these mbjecU ril 
that wonld give Offence, without absiracting, at the same time, the ahole subHantt 
of the matter. A book upon polities, mMnts, or religisn, confaining nti panr or 
sectarian Views, will be apt to contain no distinct views of any kind, and Wifl bfe 
likely to leave the mind in a state of doubt and tteptkisiti, much more to be Ab- 

' ploieid than any party or sectarian bias." 

This report, elaborate, and, we think, satisfactory, wtis lost in B home of 

,-OTer Btc nuodred members, by only abwit fifteen or twenty votes. Otbei^i il 
Beems, besides onr correspondent, have taken alarm at this syMffmBtie separatioi 
tf literature and morals from religion, and have recognfjod thes^teaiiB that "of 
the Board, or its Secretary." The "Journal" publitihed under die eanetimi of the 
Board, and condocted by its accomplished Secretary, bear* freqfiwt wilnees. di* 
rect, and indirect, to his sentiments on this feature of the plao of commcm edom- 
lioD. The Church of England is visited with plentiful censure lor her iticcessM 
i»|>poB)lion to a sdietne of ednearion similar to thu which he conducts; she hav- 
ing resolved that Christianity, as understood and taught by the Established Church 
bf the realm, shell be lan^hi also to the yoting in all sohoali. Boough baB been 
laid, we think, to render il apparent that the Rfstera whiiih prevails here, and 
Especially the development of that pari of it lb whkh our correspondent has ad- 
verted, is "the sjstem of the Board, or, rather, of its Seereffl+y." But wbtiseEsevet 
the system may be, we oniie in the earnest wish etpressed by oor correspondent; 
"riiat the notice of ChristiBns of ell d»iomination9 holdrag Orthodox creeds, may 

>Tie seriously turned to it, that so the rising generation may be rescued from thai 

^*^keptieam," -wbich libraries of morality Witfaoat religion will be sure to engender. 

The third paper consists of renrarks by the Editor of the Witness intmdMing 
an extract from the Christian Iteflector, a Baptist paper. It appeared March 
1,5, 184*. 

OHRtSTIAN EDUCATION. 

We are gtad to meet the ibilowing timely st^gestion in the "Chtiitian Reflec- 
Wr." We hope that other papers will reiterate the inquiries herein propOttDded, 
^ud that able and pious minds will be found ready to discuss, in a spirit of canikn- 
&nd Christian patriotism, the important subject which they bring into botice. If 
ithe good, and useful, couducive to the wef&re of society, and to the peryetoity 
inTour institutioDE, that Christianity, in every thing which is disiiitctive, snail be 
shut out from our Common Schoob, the public onjjht to know it, that they may 
appreciate the more j'lstly the advantages of the system established among us, 
and extend them by the foundation of "Common School Libraries," aod the cir- 
culation of a "Common School Inurnal" which shall contain nothing on the sub- 



ject of reii°;ion, at which, anjr- man of any denomination shall take umbrarre; 
"Is not the question deserving of consiaeraiion, whether the jveim; resumtii 
Af our own and of other States, designed to keep sectarianism out of the | 



cchools, accord with the principles c? Mr. WetMter^ in^me&t before th< Supreme 
Court, oU the TsHdiiy of Mr. mnird's will ? To n^it seenii that theptwentiys* 
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umM «ut BoBid of Edncalioa differs ttme too tmth ta laj tbfi Imisi, ftojn tbftri 
lEB'Of Mr. Giiard. There is sUch a hue and oiy kept up, at this day, by. ^I 
_ eseviHe of inie religion about acctarianUm, that good men aeed lo b« on their 
^ard, lest then baan iRfcingeinent on nghis mere tatsre4 thain those oiteoi. Is it 
ant troe that toany of ouC teaohets dare not, or do not reiiture to give any leUgiotia 
iaslractien nhatever ; that the? never come nearw to it than the simplest prifld-.. 
jdes ef nuiralitv? But our fatnera thought, and our statesmen alhTm, that mo- 
Mlity cannot he tauakt eJltelually, without religion. SuTely, there are limitai 
vhiDh«einay noteafely pass. And has ddi the day come when these limits' 
afconM he intjuited after and defined 1" 

.l^e fiiurth paper is a Letter from the Hon. Horaoe Mann, Secretary of ths. 
Board of Education addressed (o the Editor of the ChrisUan Witness, and pal>- 
lished in chat pajier, March 39, 1844. 

OUR COMMON SCHOOL SYSTEM. 
To the Editor of iht CkritHan WUaett and Church Advocate : 

Dear Sir,^On the 23d of February last, you published ao article in your pa- 
per, anlmadveriiDg apon the Board of Education and its Secretary, at which I felt 
peisonajly and seriously aggrieved. The article purported to. come from a cones- 
pondent, but as it was anonymous, and aa you were the editor of the paper, I 
Kail DO alternative but to consider you responsible for it ; and, ettbei in a pid»- 
licor a private manner, — by the law of the land, or by the law of kindness, — toask 
for redress. Deprecating controversy, on any subject, or with any man, I chose 
the latter method ; and, on the following day, (Feb. 24,) I addressed you a letter 
on the subject. In that letter, I recounted ihe charges which had been made, as 
1 thought, most tmjustlv, against me, I believe that I succeeded in showing the 
^lire groundlessniiSB or some of them, and that I slated fuets and considerations 
wiiich went to the denial and disproof of all the rest. 

A fortnight afterwards, (Maich S,). a labored anicle on the same subject appear-' 
ed under your editorial head. In that article, a very brief and imperfect synopsis 
ofmy communication was given, white a column and a half were devoted to a- 
reiteration andjustification of the most oSensive of the origioal charges. I need' 
not say that I (elt this, insiead of reparation, to be an additional act of injustiroe. 
^t seemed to mo, that y^n had so curtailed and crippled my statements, and la- 
bored at such length to defend and fortify those of my assailant, that I was de- 
prived of a fair bearing before the public. By taking weight out of my scale, and' 
putting weiehtjinto his, you gave him an Hdvantags to w*ieh, as I ihink, he was' 
not entitled Dy any preponderance of argument.' Remember, my dear sir, I ia- 
not accuse yoa here of any intentional wrong. I only state the eaeeaS it appeals- 
to me. If you are now willing to let the public bear my statement, that «inioj>- 
tjess shall be your acquittal. 

PaiofuUv as I regarded the heinous charges coDt3:ined in the first article, ■saO' 
substantially repeated aud justi6cd in the second, still, such was raj rti^igrmace 
to any public coittrovetsy or complaint, that I allowed them to pass m silence for' 
a Week ; atid perhaps should have continued to rely on my general course of con- 
duct and character foi their refutation, had it not been for still another, a third 
attack, in your paper of yesterday. In this, you introduce the "Common School- ^ 
Library," and the "Common School Journal" as publicarious to be disooHntenan-' 
ced; and, assuming that the original charges agamst the Hoard of Education and' 
myself had been proved, you proceed as though it were now only necessary to 
excite (he proper dejpiee of puolic bostility and public odium a^inct us. 

In all candor, sir, it seems to me that the measnre of my forbearance is Vaw 
fcll. At intervals, ev«r since 1 have held the office of Secretary of the Board of 
Education, the paper ot which you are now the editor, has impugued my mocivqs, 
disparaged my tabors, and sought to throw obstacles in the way of my carrying 
out theuurposesof our law, in regard to public insiniciion. As that paper is tb» « 
mgw of the.Ef iscopaliaps in this vicinity, its readers naturally adopt its riews 
OQ tjqi^ qubj^qt. Hene^,. ^steosive preju^e has been excited af^inst me,— in 
s^i^. ihitances c^vslns ^i^aiion. of fViends, and oveti acts of hostility. All thM 
ri^e,^f;iit>i^ wbat t^o^tme^ t c^old.' I have nBreintort^. I fanve nwrtr 



writieit »a tagry void in reply,— I hope ntver repUtd at all. When sminea oa 
one cheek I have tunied the other j and if forbearance under the most puntiil 
impulBtiona and accusationtj originating in, or occasioned hf, tout paper, is any 
proof of for^Tenets, I have forgiven more times Than seventy times seven. 

I have said that I never have made reply. I may add, that I never have given 
provocation. In none of my writing, in none of my lectures, has thereeverbeea 
a ayUable against American Episcopacy or Episcopalians. I have, it ia true, in 
two or three instances, spoken against the English National Church, of ite rela- 
tion lo the state, and to (ne million and a half of uneducated, tmschooled children 
of the stale. But I have never spoken of the failh or worMji even of Eaglish 
Episcopalians ; and unless Amencan Episcopalians choose to identify themselves 
with (he English, in their relation to the slate, and to edncation, I see not how 
my B{)eaking of the English Episcopal Church could give cause ot offence to the 



The class of accusations of which I am about to speak has now been so openly 
made and so long persisted in, that I 6nd they are passing, even in the minds of 
some candid men, into that matorei sta^e of falsity, when people begin to say, "If 
ihev are not true, why are they not denied?" 

This latter consideration prompts the communication I am penning. Within 
the last month, your paper has arraigned me before the public three several times, 
on charges which, if true, would, in my own opinion, render me wholly unfit for 
theoffic«I now hold. Bein^ three times called, I appear; and, with all due cour- 
tesy, but with a firm conviction of my rights, I ask to be heard in mydeience. I 
ask to be heard through your columns, so that my defence, going out through Che 
same channel that conveyed the accusations, may reach the same audience before 
wbidi I have been arraigned ; and, though you deny me the character of a Chris- 
tian, I shall endeavor to speak as becomes one. 

To enable the reader to understand ihe nature and magnitude of your charges, 
and the applicability of the facts and reasons on which I rely to disprove them, it 
is necessary to give a history of the case. 

The article at which I felt aggrieved, consisted of incroducton' remarks, and of 
« report of Mr. Webster's argument in the "Girard case," before the Supreme 
Coort of the United States. By that report, Mr. Webaler is represented as say-, 
log, that Mr. Girard, by virtue of certain provisions in his will, had "laid the axe 
at the root of Christianity itself;" that he, Mr. Webster, "traced the principles of 
Girard'a grand moral system of instruction," lo Paine's "Age of Season," and 
' Yolney's "V'ews of Religion ;" "that he," Mr. Webster, "eiposed the inevitable 
tendency of those princme.s, fMr. Girard's) and showed them to be the under- 
mining of the fabric of Christianity ;" and that lie likewise proved that "there 
oould Have been no principle of Christianity whatever to have influenced the mind 
of Mr. Girard in establishmg the institution,"— the Girard College for orphans. 

In view of these formidable charges against Mr. Girard, your correspondent 
Kys, "Can any one tell wherein the system of Mr. Girard and the present system 
of our Board of Education, or, rather, of its Secretary, differs; or where the essen- 
tial line of agreement varies?" 

Place these quotations side by side, and what is their import T Mr. Girard ia 
directly charged with "laying the axe at t\e root of Chrisliajtity itself;" with de- 
riving the prindpla of his system from Paine's "Age of Reascn,'" and Vofnej/'s 
"Viaws of Religion;" with "unJntnimn^ the prindptes of Chritttanity;" and in 
one sweeping ctaiise, with having been actuated by "no principle of Christianity 
.vhateoer ;"— and, in view of these assertions, "the system of the Board of Educa- 
Ition, or, rather, of its Secretary," is held up as "not differing," and as "essentiaUy 
^agreeing" with the system of Mr. Girard. 

I repress the emotions of amazement that fill my mind at declarations whict^ 
represent not only myself, but the "Massachusetts Board of Education" to be now 
engaged in "laying the ase at the root of Cbristianity itself," to be "undermining 
Christianity," and to he devoid "of any principle of Christianity whatever !" 

I pioceea to show that these charges are unfounded. 

In the first place, your correspondent speaks of the "system of the Board of 
Education, or, rather, of its Secretary," as tliouah heor they hada system of titeir 
awn J — a syatem for tlie character or object ot which, either he or they are per- 
sonally responsible. This is a fiindamental error. The system of public initni&- 
tion in Matsachuseita it eimbliebed and defined by the eonetiration and lawi of 



the State. Tbe.Bitatd audiu Secretary are required by: kw to perfona ceriaii 
duties reiacite to the adoiiiiistiation of this ayBtem ; but they did not oiigioatc 
it; they have do power to repeal or modify it. So far as their legal duties ex- 
lend, they administer this aystem just as the Judges of the Supreme Court admiu- 
i«er the laws of the Stale ; hut neither the Board nor ils Secretary has any more 
authority over the aysteia itself, than the Judges have over the statute book.— ' 
Doubtless this system, io the main, is approved by the Board ; and strange indeed 
would it be, if that which has been the pride of our own, and (he envy of other 
Slates and countries, did not obtain their approval. 

The coiis:ituiion and laws of the commonwealth declare wha' shall be taught 
'd our public schools and what shall not. Amon^ the things required lobe taugbl 



to all children are, (I quote the words of (beconsiitDlion,) "the principles of piety, ' 

t'aatice, and a sacred regard to truth,love to their country, hamaoity and universal 
lenevolence, sobriety, industry and frugality, chastity, moderation and temperance, 



and those other virtues which are the ornament of society, and the basisupon which 
a republican constitution is founded." Among the things which are not to be 
taught,— which, indeed, are prohibited,-i-are those "whicTi are calculated to favor / 
the tenets of any particular sect of Christiana." This is the "syatem," so far aa 
its religious bearings are concerned, both on its positive and negative side. This 
'.'syGlem," not only the Board of Education, but its Secretary, all school commit- 
tees, and all teachers in our public schools, are bound to carry out, aud every cit- 
izen, until it shall be altered, to obey. Established for the ctunmon beneQt, sup- 
ported at the joiot expense of every tax-payer in the Commonwealtb, its design 
'Obviously ia, on the one hand, to impart as much of religious instruction and cul- 
ture as is compatible with the private rights of cooseience ; and, on the other 
hand, to hold the s^s of its protection over those rights, Were a tax to be lev- 
iod upon all denommationa, in order to leach the "tenets of any particular sect," 
we might aa well return to England, whence our forefathers were driven. 

If I do not mistake, sir, I have had the pleasure of meeting ^ou in the Roxbury 
schools, when you were chairmanof tbeBoxburyschool committee. As a mem- 
ber of that committee, did you uitdertake to teach "sectarianism," or advise the. 
'ea^iiag of it, in any form? Had anyof your colleagues on the committee sought 
to do so, wDuld you not have repelled the encroachment? By tbeHe pTtnciples, 
and by no other, have the Board and its Secretary always been governed. 

If our system of public instruction, therefore, iaalead of being the noblest ever i 
devised, deserves odium and reprobatioo, that odium and reprobation belong to 
the framers of the conaiiiutiou and to the makers of the law, ajid not to those min- 
Miers and aervants who endeavor, in good faiib, to fulfil ils requirements. 

After bolding up the system of Mr. Girard to the execration of a Christian com- 
munity, your correspondent affirms a coincidence or sameness between that sys- 
tem and the one now in operation in Massachusetts. 1 make no account here 
of the farm of aipression which hi; has chosen lo adont. It rather aggravates the 
charge that he has put it in an interrogative form. It is an egta'ilisbed principle 
of law, as well as of justice, that a man tnay be libelled by a question, at well as by 
an assertion. Otherwise, <ma man might charge anothu with every sin forbid- 
den in the decalogue, and stilt escape with impunity, provided he put an interro- 
gation point at the end uf his defamatory sentences. 1 think no reader can doubt. 
what imputations, against the Board and myself, your correspondent meant to 
iniuge into the public mind. Ke seems to have infected yours with a jealousy 
and suspicion, which,! trust, are not natural to it; and, ifyours, why not others? 
I now proceed to consider the alleged sanacness or identity between the Massa* 
ehusetts system, and the system imputed to Mr. Girard. 

The only objection ever urged against Mr. Girard's will is, that it prohibits the , 
clergy from hotding or exercising any station or duty, in his college, aud also from * 
entenng, as visiters, within the premises ajipropriated to it. 

How tallies the Massachusetts system wiu tnis? Of the eight present mem- 
bers o( the Board, appointed by the governor anri council, five are clergymen. Of ' 
the supOTiniending school committees in the several towns in the State, a large 
majority ere clergymen ; and these committees are required, by Imc, lo visit, that > 



is, "la enter'' each district school, at its opening and at its close, and to visit every 
ichool kept by the town, at least once a month- They mm visit ihem as mncn* 
ofdiner ae ihey please. Is this positive exdtision of the clergymen from the Git 
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nrd ColUge, idenHad Vith ^is ^midre injatuHioD upon them to Tint oarseho^*? 
From my kaowledge of ihe reepcctive towns, I entertain no doubt, thet tbere are 
more iowd» irbeie clergymen coosiiiule the whole committee than there are towns 
where no clergymsn is on the Board. These committees, bo many of whom Sre 
clergymen, have the entire <-ontrol of the books to be used in the schools, with 
the single exception of "sectarian" books ; and the entire CDntrol of the studies to 
be pursued. Is the exelugiMi of "sectaTJanism" synonymous with the exclasion 
of "Christtaniiy?" And further, these clerical school committees can sdmH 
whom they please, as teachers in out schools, and rejectwhomthey^please. Se^ 
ire the two aystema, concerning whioh'your "rained correspoiklenl mquirell," {?) 
wherein they "differ," nnd wherein "the eisentud line of agreement varies." 

Again, as to the ptunt that the present system of our Board of Edueatiea, or, 
rather, wF its Secretary, is laying the axe at the root of Christianity— is nndermi' 
■ing Christianity — is looking, not to the Bible, bnt to Paine and Volneyas its au- 
thorities in morality, mnd is governed by no principle of Christianity wbHtever ! 
The only class of schools over «4iich the Board of Education have any control i* 
(he Normal schoola. In regard to this class, it has been one of their by-lawsfrom 
tite beginning, that the Bible shall be daily read in them, — a rule invariably csft> 
formed to in practice. Is the Nae Testament, then, no pari of Chrislivnity / 

There ia another circumstance which no intelligent man can overlook. 04- 
rard"s beneficiaries were to be educated in the college alone. They were to haT# 
DO opportunity for inalructioa elsewhere. If not taught religion there, if not 
tanghl by clergyrtien there, they were'lo be taught reli^on, and by clergvown, 
nowhere. Was their condition analogous lo tbatof our common school children, 
to whom the religious instruction of the fireside, of Ihe clerical vititer, of the San- 
day school, and of the pulpit, is always open? 

After these assertions and imputations, your correspondent makes a. solemn 
appeal to "Christians of all denominations noldine orthodox creeds," to examine 
the "grave question," respecting the identity of the two syatema. Yonr corres- 
pondent certainly knew, — or, to be more guarded, the means of information were 
.certainly within his power, — that five of the eight gentlemen appointed to be 
members of the Board of Education, are clergymen, that three <tf these clergy- 
men areof the denomination usually termed "Orthodox evangelical," and tW 
two of the lay members are slso reputed Orthodox, making a majority of Ortho- 
dox members in the «ho1e, ol lire to three. The governor also, who is eT-qffido 

, chairman of the Board, is Orthodox. The appeal of your correspondent then, is 
from the Orthodox to the Orthodox. And, without going further, I ask, who are 
the three Orthodox clergymen on the Board, whose "Christian" character your 
correspondent deniea, and whose measures he assails ? I say, Ujhote measures, for 
each one of these three gentlemen has approved and ratified every measure of tbe 
Boari', which has been adopted to carry out our "system" of public instruction, 
I answer, thev are men whose well-established reputation for tearnrng, talents, 
and piety, neither any praise of mine nor any detraction of your correspondent can 
elevate or degrade. 

First in the order of appointment, is the venerable Dr. Bobbins, for more than 
a quarter of a century a settled Congregational minister, a divine of undoubted 

^"Orthodoxy," and of distinguished learning in all the ibeologv of his denominatitM. 
' Next is Dr. Humphrey, the President of Amherst Co!lege,agentleman enjoying, 
in an almost unpreceiiented degree, the confidence of all men "holding Orthodoit 
creeds," — one wnose soundness indoctrine was never questioned, uolil questioned 
in your paper ; and agen:lemBn,Imay add, of such excellent sense, of such varied 
knowledge, of such practical usefulness and benevolence in all his views and actions, 
that he is not only one of the brightest ornaments of tliereligioirs denomination to 
which he belongs, hut a blessing to mankipd. It was Dr. Humphrey to whom Ihe 
Hon.Mr.Dickinsim, an Orthodox Senator from the county of Hampshire, in 1S4S, 
referred, when on a debate respecting a grant or bounty for the encouragement of 
common school libraries, he said, "that the Board of Education and their Secre- 
tary had suffered great obloquy among the Orthodox part of the commnnity in his 
neighborhood, from certain alleged sectarian tendencies charged upon them, but 

' that an Orthodox preiident of a college had authort2ed htm to say thai he believed 
such charges to have been without any foundation in troth," IWr. Dickinson fur- 
ther laid, "that, aft^r the proceedings of the Board of Education had been befiwe 
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tke paUic five vMn, sad QMbiiig of an exoeptimable chaneter in this i-eapcet - 
had \>eea fouad ia tbem, it wasproof of faoaticism ia aoy meinb» at tbe Senaw 
Boafd, yfha could ttaibor any fiutii«r auBpicion on ihe subject, or act, eiiher ivoiv- 
edly or tectedy, on nuf aucb auppoeiiion-" Tbe tesolve in favor of tho library ' 
-paased tbe Seoaie by a majority of [weDty-fbur to four. 

Tbe otber Ortbodox cleigyiaan is the Rev. Mr. Seaia, now president of tbe 
Sapiiat Tbeolo|:ica.l Semiaary at Newton, a gentlemaa aincere in bis faitb, ex- 
emplary and devout in bis life, and one, who, tbougb yet young, bat already ac- 
quired ihe koowledfie, and performed the labor, and won the reputation of other 
men in advanced life. 

In thJB conoeciion, I ouabc not looDiit a former member of the Board, theBer. 
Emetwn Davis of WeaiSeld, a gentleman for magy years at the head of one of 
lb« b4»t academies In tbe Commoo wealth, a praotica] leacher, a prvfound Ortho- 
dox divine, and if the testimony of ihoae who have known him longest and best 
is of any avail, fts sincere a Cbriaiian as the c^mrcli aSbrds. 

Each of these men has approved every measure of the Board, sostainod it by 
bis vote in tbeir meeiioga, and by his influeoce abroad. It ie under these men 
that I have acted ; and so far as I know, 1 hare never performed an act connect- 
ed with my office, which each and att of them did not direct beforehand or ratify 
aflerwardi. It is by the votes of tbeae men that I have been annually re-etecied 
as their Secretary. 

It will, of course be perceived thai I have mentioned these names, on account 
of their relieioiu faith, so that an omission to speak ol uihar members of the 
Board, impliea no unfavorable comparison. 

I further affirm, that neither the Board nor myself has ever said, done, or writ- 
ten a single thing discount en anciog tbe use of toe Bible in out achools, or tending 
to exclude clergymen from tbeir supervision, or adverse to the direct leaching of ' 
any amount of religion in theni, provided that it wasnot sectarian relj^iou. Sev- 
eral of the books approved by the Board, as part of tbe "School Library," breath* 
tbe purest sentiments of Christianity, and glow with the spirit of devotion ; while 
not a single work of an opposite character or tendency baa been admitted into lbs 
series. Aai, further, I believe every book in (bat collection has passed, in lb» 
course of its jweparalion, under tbe supervising hand of a gentleman, himself a 
devoted Episcopalian, and been af^iroved by him in regard to its moral and re- ' 
ligioua, aa wejl as its literary cluracter. 

Had tbe riaiog and risen generation in our Jand had access to such booka aa 
constitute tbe "Maseachusellis School Library," think you that from the first of 
September, 1343, to the first of February, 1843, 600,000 Milkrite p«blicaliODa ' 
would have been sold amongst us^ 

Although personal to myseif, yet I venture to remark, that in the number of 
tbe Common School Journal which preceded the appearancs of these accusationa 
againat roe, I selected and publtahed, as one of the leading arliclefl, a passage ad- 
vocating the uee of tbe Bible in our scbo<ds. Was that "undermining ChrisliBni- 
ty ?" Yet, in defiance of these facts, known, ex capable of being known to every 
one who aeeks truth, the system of Girard is firat denounced m ii^tl, end then 
the "system of the Boaid, or rather, of its Secretary," is held up for public coi^ 
damitation, aa "not differii^" from it. 

Of four second article against me, which appeaf^ on the 8ib last., under tha 
editorial bead of your paper, though it deserves mncb comment, I shall say but 
little. In a passage quoted from your correspoadent, be attempts Jo axcite aJaria 
lest the unaeclarian principles on which tbe Board is constituted, should at length 
admit a "papist" among their number. This is put as an extreme case, to which, 
however, it is said the "principle of action" adapted by the Board, must lead. — 
Does not every man perceive that it ia aa easy to put an extreme cau, and quite 
as formidable a ooe, on thu other ^i^e! Allow our schools to bec«ne uurserica 
of pTOflelftism.—battl^zrounds where each oenteading sact shall fight for rfae 
propagation of its^iwa faitb, — and how long would it M, before we should hara 
acitoorsfoiiheCorae-auiersifbr tha Millciites,andiheMprniDi\i(es? How long, ba- 
&te one portion of the children would be tent to acbool in tbeir "ascession nSiea," 
and before saocber portion, instead of the Bible, would carry a Catecbiam, whose 
firat doctrine would b« tltft "God is the L^rd, and Jo«eph Smith iabiApniphot^' 



jtreseol syetem, because, alibouKh it allows children to beafibe BIbte rewl, ye( tt 
eiclades "all leachiog of what Orthodox men bpid to be tbe docttinea of graM."* 
Donatlfa«dreaded 'PapistH' hold to tbe 'doctrines of grace' as tenaeiouslj as yonr 
correspondent himself? Yonr correspondent would have the "doctri dps of grace'* 
taught in our schools, but it is obvious froiD tbe context that be has a mental re^ 
tervation ; they mnat be Am "doctrines of gnee," and not those of another. 

In yonr own remarks, iit, contained in this article, you have fallen int« sevns) 
rery serious misiakes, two or three of which 1 trnst you will allow me to correct/ 
You GBf, "Tbe agreeiDent between the system of Mr. Girard and that which is in 
actiou here, lies in their both excluding Christianity as an esspniial element of ed- 
Hcalton in (he training of children." But does the beaulifnlenameralion of duties 
and ritCues, wbich I have quoted from the constitution, include nothing of Chiiv 
tianiiv ? Is it the opinion of yourself, andofyonrcorrespondeni, that Christianity 
would remain whole and perfect, 'it "the principles of piety, justice, and a sacred 
regard to truth, love to country, humanity, and universal benevolence, sobriety, 
'iodustry and frugality, chastity, moderation and teVnperaoce," were excluded from 
it ? I will aol answer this question. "By their fruits ye shall know ihrm." 

Again, when [he statute prohibits school committees from tntrodncing books 
"which are calculated to favor the tenets of bhv particular sect of Christians;" 
does it nut uccessarily imply that Christian books may be introduced, and of 
course, instruction in Christian truth given ? By an opposite construction, ait 
Christian books, and all Christian instruction, must necessarily be sectarian. 

Under these provisions of tbe constitution and laws, may not children be 
ftaught to love the Lord iheir God with all their heart, and their neighbor as 
themselves ; may they not be taught to do to others as they would be done by ; 
may Ihey not be langbt to do justly, to love mercy and to walk humbly witb' 
Goa ; may they not be taught to visit the fatherless and widows in their affliction, 
and to keep themselves unspotted firom the world ; may they not be taught to 
honor father end mother; to keep the SaUiathboly; not to steal; Dot to kill;' 
^not to bear false witness against neighbors; not to covet? Nay, sir, I refer yon 
fo that awe-inspiring description of the judgment in the iwenty-fiflh chai)ier of 
Matthew, snd I say, that there is not a single aclion or omission there mentiooed, 
fbr which the righteous are to be rewarded and the wicked punished, that mar 
not be taught, inculcated, or warned against, in all our schools. Such, also, I 
know to be the opinion of tbe Board. Are all these Ihings, and every thing else 
of a kindred character, which the Scriptures contain, rum-tssenliats m Christiani- 
' ty? According to your language they are; for all these the Board would admit, 
■nd you Bvar that 'tbe agreement between the system of Mr. Girard and that 
which is in aclion here lies in their both excluding Christianity as an essential 
element of education.' 

' In another place you affirm that the avDidance of sectarian religion is 'a favor- 
ite item in my plan,' and 'appears in all my reports.' However mortifying to 
my vanity, I am compelled to infer that you have never read my reports, or you 
would not have ventored upon to efroneona an essserlion. Far he it from me ta 
ask yon to read my reports, but I have a right to ask you not to misrepresent 
there. 

And aeain ; had either yourself or your correspondent read my reports, in that 
impartial spirit which would have discovered proofs of innocence as readily aa 
grounds of accusation, how did it happen that yon passed unnoticed a passage 
«D the seveniy-fonrih page of my third annual report, in which I lamenied and 
deprecated, amtHig others, the reading of such works as those of 'Paine, and / 
*Volney,' and mentioned these very authors bv name, and characterized their leli- 
gioos work as hnoral venom V And yet, claiming to have read my reports, so that 
you may seem to speak with authority, you represent me as having deriveilmy 
'principles' from Paine's 'Age of Reaswi' and Volney's Tiews of Religion !' 

To one of y»ur assertions I heartily assent. You say, if our school system is 
not mine'by auMon(i/,'iiismine'by pre/«r«>«.. It « minebrpreference. All 
the trials and sufferings of our forefathers, the past history of tbe world, the pre- 
sent inexpressibly deplorable condition of those European nations which are cur- 
sed wiib an opposite system, — all these conspire to make it mine 'by preference.' 
Nt», in this s«ise, is it rum alone. It belongs, 'by preference,' to foui-fifUis, if 
•.Bott«iiine-nBtheefall<lie-pMlrte«f]{BttMhiisMta. I hsvenow TeoeiTCd man 
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Aan a thouMud riporta ftffoi the school coniininee> or (he respeciiTC lown* in 
che Suie, detailing the condition and wauls of the schools. Probably a majority 
of ibem were written by cleigyiaeQ. In thete report!), bo subject has been mora 
freely discUBsed than that of moral anii religions iostructioa, and how far thi* 
latter might he carried without (Teaching upon the rigbls of individuals; and 
with only two esoepiions, — leas, therefore, than one in dve hundred, — ihe Toict - 
of these ctHnmittees baa been anaDtnioua in favM of our oenstitutioD and lawa 
On the subject of religious instruction, as they now Hand. Erery one of these 
reports, also, was accepted in open town meeting, and, therefore, inuat have re- • 
fieived the sanction of the town whence it camt- . 

1 might fortify these view« by the opinions of eiDlnent Orthodox iodiTiduali'^ 
beloDgJD? to other Slates. Bead that excellent chapter on 'Religioas loBtwnce,' 
in a work by the Rer. Jacob Abboi, entitled ^ffae Teacher,' ana you will find 
thai his views on this subject exaetly coincide with those I h«»e espresied. Let 
me caution yrm, however, lo read an American, and not the English ediLioe of 
this vrcak, tat, in the latter, the ebapter on 'Rel^ous Influence' ms tehoUy left 
out, to suit the meridian of that country. I might cite (o the same effect, tM 
recorded opiai<His of the BeT. Mr. Stowe, Professor in Lane Seminary, of Mra. 
Sigourney, and the Rev. Mr. Gallaudet of Hartford. Five years ago, I was 
deputed by the Board of Eduealioii to enga. e the last named gentleman lo be- 
come Ihe I'riueipal of one of oar Normal sdiools. I hiid a long, full, free cob- 
versaiion with him reopentiog the eittnl of the religious iBsiiUciioit lo be given 
in them, and he will say, it his memory retains [hiil cooversation, that our 
views did not 'differ' one jot or tittle ; he will say the 'line of agreement did not 
vary,' Bo it was, too, wiih that cjtcelleni Orlhodoi divine, Professor Newman, 
who had charge of one of our Normal schools for more than iwii years. We 
never differed one iota as to ihe TcligionB instniction which should be given in 
them. One sect alone, in Masaacbusetls, has adopted the views of yourself, and 
your correspondent, and acled upon them, by seceding from oor common school ^ 
uydtem and refusing to be governed by it. That sect is the Shakers. 

Bui to give counlenantx to your opinions, you have made an extract from a re< 
port, sutanitted lo the legislaiure in 1840. I forbear to give a hisiory of ihal 
oase, because it might levire feelings now peacefully passing to oblivion. It is 
enough fbr me to Say that the report was lejected, and therefore, the very grounds 
of your objections and imputations were Rpndtated four years ago. But what is 
more to my purpose is the fact that the Board had then been in elistence but a 
ifaort time ; and the objections uived against it turned much more on thepossible 
eyil that it might do, thereafter, than on any t\us already committed. The case 
iB far otherwise, at present. After seven years' existence the Board is to be judg- 
ed by its works. Nor is it entirely without favorable testimonialB from ibia 
■onrce. Dining the h'*e years next succeeding that of its ot^nization, the sum 
of six hundred and fifty thousand dollars was expended' Ibr schocd houses alone, v 
The schools;—inore than three thousand in number,— have been prolonged, on an 
average, about three weeks each. The Toodes of iDBtruction have been greatly 
improved. Nor has the advance in their spiritual iniM'eBts been less than in their 
outward accommodations. They are visited, inspected and counselled by school 
(Mmmitlees, — clerical tchool committees, — at least three times a smilch a* they were - 
before 1837, when the Board was establi^ed. The Bible is more universally ' 
read in them than it was at that tinie; (hir(y fold more of Instruction in momli(y 
and in religious tfuih is given in them than was given seVen years agc^ and yet this 
instfuction falls fat short — in my own opinion very ftr short, — of -what Ought to ' 
be given, and what may be given, by judiciousandcooseieatious teachers, i^ot on- 
ly without offt^iice, but with universal apfirobaiion. 1 would have not only 
tnirty fold, bat sitty'fold, and a hundred fold more of this instmction imparted 
to the rising generation, (hatj-^by virtue of its own efbcacy, as some hold, by 
virtue of Kilditiona! means, as others hold, it mlghiliecomein them "a well of 
water springing va into everlasting life." ' 

These, sir, are the views which I have always held and Upheld, which I now 
hold and shall continue lo uphold. They have been inwoven into the warp 
and wtwfof all the Volumes on the subject of education which I have written or 
ct«niriIed,itito all (he addrMCes I turve ever made, and the bunilieds of lectures I hav«- 
dBUrsret. I brieve tbem to b»thovi(nritof every mwubM of the Board hom 
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i» iKgaoizat}OB~iVfe vne 1 It wa.n the opinion of lh«l Taember whik he heM • 
seat u ihe Board, ihai "tbe ^eat controYerted queatiiHM ot tbedariopolitkBiutA 
MligioB^ould beintrodHicediatoiheachirals." Tliat opinion,--~aByout correspoQ' 
doat,— he Hilll retaiaii and t<>u aadmmeof your deiK)iia»iatiii>Dalfriends,UH>u^ 
I iniat hui few of tbem — appear to do the saise. I opfMse it. The Soaid oppo- 
■at it. We beliere il tbe 4a.y ever arrives when tiie 9cho«] room shaii. become a 
aaaldroD fur xhe fenBeniation of all the hot aiKl viruleW opinioDB, in gtoUtica and 
raligioD, thajt ngn agitate our communiljr, that. day the Sue iri'ouFgtorioiu publiv 
•clioal ay iMDii, wiU. be sealed, aod speedy nuo will gverwhelm it. 

Oihei facts and considerations throag tipoa my »iitd, but le I wish you tg ba? ■ 
ko excuse foe ooi puUishing this comiQiiiucatiDD, ob account of t|s tengtli, I for- 
bear 10 state Ukio. 

As [ said before, I defnecate coqtravecty, aqd shall not be AtKmi into il further, 
Moept on the nnst preesiaa DaeoMiiy. But if you have occasion to reply, oc 1 19 
rtgotn, let as adopt as the first rule of our discussion, the r«mtitutioiHii principle, 
"a taered regtrd to truth," and ibe Christian |»nDcipl,ea, "/o Jo no monurtng'," 
and not "to bear falat lottnuu againat ourneighbiar." 

Verjr truly yours, &c. Hobacb Mahn. 

Boston, Mafch 16, 134'1. 

The fifth paper eoDtsina remarks of the editor of (be Witoesa upon the prttccr- 
dfngletteroif Mr. Mbdd, and whiohiwere pnUiahed in the same paper ndth it. 

THE BIBLE IN THE SCHOOLS. 
We pre-njOQish. our readers not to allow their minda to b« overwhelmed by the 

leogtli of Mr. Mann's communication. We did not feel at Ubarty 10 pnine ii, 
tbiiogb, (perhaps it is not modest forua to say w,) we think we coujd h&Te greatly 
diminished its oompass, without abaling a little of its lores. Tiie first oulunut M 
il, Btul that which is taJ[«i up with euWies on certain Orthodox divines, vJioatft 
or have been membera of the Board of Education, have io our judgmeDt, no hear- 
ing upon the quauioa at issue. We b3.ve only to evf in reply to the first, that 
we hare eadearored to deal fairly with the system which Mr. Mann rtfresents^ 
Wd to fucaish a «omp|eie outline of his ajrgumetn; contaiived in his fcrmer lettet , 
aMLiogiet that the leaaiiLof hispreseni^Uc^ pteeludes its publlcsitioD m. ew 
ooltuans. Wedidaotu»waiiBit,tM)r do wenow, th»t DUTcou>«ij^Mldenichar^ 
the Svaidor itsSeeretjury with decifiag lAeir^inciples from Paine and Vohtey, or 
with beit>g'*devoidofany principle of Chu»tianityvbatever."Weaoleninjyjeclan 
tbat if this partpaal liwrga imputed to our oocre^ondentliad been conveyed, or im- 
plied in his renatks, they would not have fouod a place in our coJumoa. W» 
wwjld not then, nor will wa now, be diverted from the grew question, wbe«hw 

/ tJis exclusion of what as dUtinotive in ObriiHtiaBity, as a wxy <>f asdvation, fjou 
QQtpuhlicaoboali.be not an uechristian measure which ortbodoKCiurialians ought 

■ tf} observe stut thioli of. In the aniatMn of this quostion, ve Abjure aJi persw 
ajitiea;. If we have attacked Mt. Maiio, or iiis aaaoeiatea, in whM we hare hftd 
t« tay of the gyter^ which is wrought uuder their attperinteiuleno<^ we ar«Mrry 
fitt it, and did not intend it. We have no business with their privalt seniimevtiSu 
wn: with ihem aa tniji'ctiuafi, butouly with, them as jrui^ (j^ieorc, and wiUi.theif, 
viewB, BB ttptwmd in the puUic temict. And commeqtiog on theM as we have,, 
and shall, we shall Icaveour readers todeal out just that meanuieofBympatliy (a 
the i«^)eeted ^iectetary ip which they thiuk htm entitled when he oom^aiJM 
of our "chargea ;" says that we deny him "the charact^i of a Chrjtijas," and 
^»eaksafout 'aniclMftgainat" Aun. 

We hsattily eodorse Ali. Mann's eulogy upon all whom we kpow of the Sv« 
QEthodox divmes who are member* of the Board of ^d'tteattoi). We would not 
impu^ their Orthodoxy, but only question their }udgme.ot,if the; had fashioned, 
witcA they M n»t, th« plan of proceeding adopted when ihs Board was first eaiab- 
lisbed. It is uof;enerou3, we will not sav cunnins, to,h«ia]i: forward the wtmuiA 
tbeoe man, end hold ua up as direeting public cenaate asais^t them- The bun- 
daAiooaofthe Board were laid, i[a modes pf action a4opt^> hefore ih^ were nonb- 

„ inaifd «* members. Kow many nf them coDstjtuted tba firat Board 1 And if all 
<lf tbem^re npon it, must w»t<ike tbeii pervwal (ib««c»H ba ai)f ;tun(Cmoi*. 
■lun jffBfiMOpUre ttidHicie tha4 iwliav tJwr fUd «aAjia»r.l[ied. by C^ 



Caonotatttsa be Ortlidtec, nni yeremamha mistake it^io t)te plsv (/cittttnoa 
educatiOb? "And if I qoMtibo the Kligioas teddcinay of hi« |>lae. mtistl ba t«w 
RKTd^ as lO^khij; an fttiack vptm hita»elft Besides rtiat these gentlemen h»v« 
fcen eaWed 1o carry on ft syBPem alrendy; eSabfehed, *hfl does not know th»t, 
pracdcallf, the whole umdnct of aUy basineaa eetrusted 10 a cemtiritiM sotitered 
*ver ft State, and engtossed wrth their reapeetive occupations, is in ihe hands of / 
their secretary, whe is tbtfir paid officer, and makes attention to his officia) teties 
^. emptoynefit of hb littf t H« tnetbodizes the whole wttrk, arranges aU its de- 
tatfe, andforeseeswhat plficeet^ry sttme will oMdpy hilris b««QtifbTinMBic,iioA 
What WiH be (he aspect of the VrhcAt. He ratmiia hia prujeois, "in partibos,'* (A 
hfs titular Miperiors, and obtains iheir approval, ^e thinu, telb tbem tiM mM» 
rw) resulis of his refleetiOD, and then acta. 

Bnt the great fortreffi from which this scheme of allAWing fl6tkiiflg hat lb« 
morafity of th« Bible to be tanglic in otir schools is nimt tnanflilly defended, is die 
langBaee of the constituttoD of MasffichnseKa, lAich proUbitsihe te&clnng of 
those thiojfa "which vm calcnlaieft lo favor the leitets of aW pariicolar sect of 
Christians." Sustained by this, seHher Mr. Mann not the fioatd have ever mM 
or done anytWng to reslram atry amonnt of retigioos mswuenon, provided it-WM* , 
not in "sectarian" religim. Mr. Mann says ihere'ls muehmerertdigiotntaitiDa 
in our ptiMic schools than before the institution of Ihe BOMd tf Education,— A«( 
riiere ou^( to be more than there is,— he would have "a hundred fold moie.** 
But observe, reader, It must not be atciarim rriigioD. Yvn enn leam what iti* 
Hon. gentlemtln regards as Mfseetatian religion, by recnrringt© hiaowa deser^ 
tion of what he thinks suitable to be taught, and respeciin^ whiidt he vetysignili- 
canily, but by a very Sinistrous nse of words, asks ns if, m oiw judgment, they 
atentm-flMenfiab of Christianity. They are very well so ftr as they go; cbeyww 
important to the social uprightness and wetfare of man, but they leare nntavdied 
What We, sod all Orthodox Christians esteem the essentials of Chris lianity, —the 
way of Battsfion by JesQs Christ. *' 

Doubtiess, there is more religiims leacfaiag of a certain cast in th« oonanKdi 
atifaools, than there was formerly. More teacbers impart Bemething which Iheg 
caU religion. Sat aome aresilenced, or modified into fiMrral lecturers, who onoe 
dispenaed trntbs which are religioU. 

Bat let us took for a few moments to a very important item in all disenssfoas, 
die definition of terma. What ia "sectarian religion ?" We will define tor our" 
selves, and shall hope that t)\a idea of the term is a fair exponent of the view of 
our Orthodox brethren. If our nse of it shall be found to correspond with Mr. 
Mann's, we shall rejoice, f(tr,if heeommends, and would increase a hundredfold, . 
instruction in all of religion which is not "sectarian," (as we shall deBaa the 
word) we hid him "God speed." What meant our fathers of a former genera- 
tibn when they Sanctioned all but "sectarian" religious teaching f Was there aay 
sect here, who denied "(he doctrines of grace," as held essentially by the Pun- . 
tans? There were CoDgregatlonalisis, and Baptists and MethodisCe, and Episco 
palians. What would have been esteemed sectarian teaching in scfatx^s compo* 
sed of the diildren of these denominations? Would it not have been 
Buch doctrines as the following : that every congr^iaiion of faithful '^ 
men are compeetnt to organize an independent church, and appoint and anibor- 
ize all its officers ; or that there is but one scgiptural mode of baptism ; or 
that an itinerant ministry and class-meetings are important feHtnres of a church 
economy; or, that Episcopacy is essential I o the perEsct order of the church} 
These were points of sectarian difierence when the comirion school sy^^lem of 
Massachusetts was instituted.' Is tl just to ibe memory of the dead to ba:ve en- .. 
larged the meaning of their siatotes, and then to make them responsible fbr the 
new "uise in whicli the institutions to which they apply are presented ! Would 
they nave considered it an infringement of the law forbidding sectarian teaching, 
if an instructor had taught his disciples, as John did his, "Behold the Lamb of 
God which laketb away the sins of ihe world V Universalisra, Mitlerisiii, Mor- 
moniam, and other "eomeoutisms," have sprung Up since, and must the liberality ^ 
of our fathers be interpreted, so as to give place to heresies, which"' concern the 
very vitals of Christianity ? Presently tne papist will give us his inierpreralion of 
tne word "sectarian," as he does in the "Catholic Herald," ti- the Philadelphians , 
"CatboUcsonlyasklibetlyofConscience." The Bible may be read in the acbool^" 
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pTond«d Ctubollca be not foni«d toread aHcf«riiiiiTerwtiii." Ho,j rasdns— giva 
Boi to every iodiTtdual tchismatic, come-outer, and infidel, uoJinited use of iba 
word "Becianaa." Tbey will employ il. lo rob you of the goepel of Jesus Christ, 
the good newa, ihu "we wbo were afar off, alieaatetl frocQ Cod by wicked works, 
are made nigh by the blood of Christ." But it will be replied, that, the constiiu- 
r tion, as it now is, haa been adopted of tale years ; that its terms must receive 
the interpretation. of the times in which they were approved. We know how 
Msy it is for political Jesuits to piMure (be caDooiEalioa of old words, wliicb, uo- 
4er the seemiag sanction of venerable authority carL be used for new purposes. 
We have no hesitation ia saying, though but ah obsoure individuat in the great 
mass of citizeoq, that if the words of the coasiitutioa be fairly obnouous to ibe 
latitude of interpretation which is given ihem,.it is not worthy of the Cbrisiian, 
peopte who have made it their foEwliHiieDUl law. But what says it ? it prohibits 
the teaching of th»»a things "which iavor the reneis of any particular sect." 
Well, of what pariiculai' sect does it favor (he tenets, to ta*ch that "God was ift 
Christ reconeiling the world unto himaelf," that "we are by nature children of 
■wrath," that "the blood of Jesus Christ cleanseih fr<»i all sin," and that "by 
^aee we are saved through faith ?" Are the<e truths, '^hich are iha sum ana 
substance of the gospel, distinctive s^ any "panicaUr sect ?" No, thank God, 
Aey are the common ground of the great body "who profess and call themselvea 
Christians," T^teaoh any thing fsw in the name of religion is aectaTian,.&r il 

'mlMt be tha tenet of some particular sect, and not of the ohurch universal. If 
tbere be a denomination whose dislinction it is to make little accoimt (£tbe doa- 
trines of the gospel, and to sketch Christianity in much the same teima in which 
Ur. Msnn has, in his letter of to^ay, defined what may be taught by authority,, 
then we aver iUbI to teauh thus is to favor ihe. tenets of a particular sect, and we 
prolest agninst this stinted type of religioo, as "sectarian." 

It will be readily seen by those wbo care id see, that we do not wish lo open 
our schools to the peculiar teaching of the "Miileritea," or rf the "Mormons," or. 
of any o-hei sect, though we know of no authority yet delegated to prevem chil- 
ina fronl attending in "ascension," or any other "robes" in which iheir parenU, 
may please to clothe them. We do not wish to make "the school'-room a cauld* 
Ton for the fermentation of all hot and virulent opinions in politics and religion," 
but we do wish (O »ake it ihe nursery of immortat beings, wbo have lotJi lo be 

"aducated, as well as mirtdt. We wish to have the young trained for heaven as 
Well as earth, and to have them taught those saving truths which, in the gift of 
tha gospej, God has designed for their inheritance. We wish them to have ac- 
cess not 10 the Titgelivei of a sect, but lo the positive and life-giving faith which 
"the holy church thraughput all the world doth acknowledge." Our appeal is oot 
.to a "sect," but to the great body of believers in this CommoDwealih ; from then), 
we especl -sympathy in our views, but not from any who have gone out froni 
them. If in this we be disappointed, and they who believe that there is salvation 
in no other name tbaa that of Jesus Christ and him crucified, can reconcile it to 
their ciHucieQces to make bisdeath and sacrifices forbidden thing, too "sectarian" 
to be mingled in the religions .iliment of their ohildren, then we say, let "the fale. 
of 001 glorious (?) public school system be sealed, and speedy ruin overwhelm it;" 
let the members of our Climch follow the example of the despised Shakers, and 
not "follow the multitude to do evil." 

We are prepared to follow the Hon. Secretary's tetter on our first page, para^ 
graph by paragraph, and to meet (we think to refate) its every position, ana ex- 
plain, in conformity with our view, its every feet ; but it would require a spam 
m OUT columns equal to that which he has occupied. This might aot be. coasi»- 
tenily with ibe other interests to which ihisjoiutuil is devoted. And begging the 
ibdulgenct of our readers for having obtruded so much of this subject upon their 
atientioQ in the present number, we take this occasion to say that, on no consid- 
eration, will we admit into another single paper so long a communicatioD. It is 
not our usage, a .d courtesy alone induced it in (he present iustaoce. 

We have preferred tA stand, in the present number, upon our first position, and 
lo leave ihe detail of the mioor.points of the Secretary's letter, to he dealt with in 
a future article. 
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. TbtaiUh.ptpei,e()i»ut«i]waly of twopsregTBidiipiibliihed in the aame psp^ 
which contained nnmberB 4 and 5, and which are heie interted tnerely to ihgw 
the $pirit in which the sBiauh apoa the school tyiiemhae been couducted. 

The Editor, bv the admission of an uniuei attack upon the Commoa School 
System, followed up, as has been ahown, by severe remarks and charges of hSi 
own, felt obliged to allow the StereiaTf to refdy in his paper. 'I'he reply, haw* 
«ver, was accompanied withremajks reiteraiiue <be char^ei Qflhis correspondent, 
>nd preferring new ones, wtiich, if nnansweted, would leave the msiter grossly 
nisreprewntcd. Then wesretotd, '^Tht columns oj thtf pap- r {ihe " Witness'') o« 
Mf optn/ar di^ntethn «ti tht merits mf.tht Common Sdipiri Sgtieoi." Not open, 
forsaath ! to adiaoosftion provoked by the moei waflion bjustice ; a discussion 
npoa a subject as important as any ibat ever Gtlpd the coluinns of that or aoj 
other paper. 'TAmt (the columns) ore not the arena far luch a conttft." Then 
why lurow down the gauntlet there ? Could the Editor have been to ignaraDl of 
public sentiment as to haTc Buppo««d that no friend of man, no champion of 
fteedon],,no fne to intolerance could be found to pick it up? What afieciation in 
the turther renaatk that, "Courtesy requires no more. Fidelity to the more im- 
nediaio.inlereatsof ri'ligion and the church will allow no more." We call it af- 
fecUtifn, but it deser.yes a harder name. That there could be no sincerity, no 
desire for truth in the course ouraued.or rather in the remark, iseviduitfrom the 
feci that in the very s&me colunm where the above assertions axe found, we find 
also the notice, "To Cobrzsfonubnis — A pungent review of the late report oiths 
£ecrelary of (be Board of Edneatioo la unJer cp^dfolian." Sloreovei, when 
tJK Secretary, who had been viliSed, wished to publish hi* second letter, which wa* 
a re|>}y to remark* of the Editor himself, the publication was refused on ^round^ 
like those above stated, and yet, not long afterwards, Mr. Newioo was allowed to 
repeat his charges, as wiU M seen in No S, and to add insinuations, if possible, 
more offensive than at first. "Not the otom" forsooth ! Surely the Editor waa 
light; his columns are not the BTen,a where ftQy honorable man should venture to ' 
ooniend for his character, or for truth. 

Thea how disiagenuous is the socond paragraph. The Editor had accused iha 
Board and its Secretary of endeavoring to destroy religion by the publication of a 
Seleeiiw of Sooks for School Libraries. He received a long communication from 
Jtlr. Jos^h W. Ingraham, an Episcooaban whose "fidelity to the inieresia of 
lelifpoD and to ihM Church" are beyonn question, infornung him, (the Editor) (rf* ' 
the injustice of his accusation, and assuring him thai the selection was preparea' 
and printed noder . hU supervision and "Ae was responsible for the matter whicK 
they contain," a declaration as honorable to Mr. Ingraham, as importan) to the 
Board, by the refutation it afforded of the charges brought by Newton and theEd- 
ilor. The paragraphs are as follow!) : 

'*It is not to be understood that the columns of this paper are open for dispota- 
tion on the merits of the Common School System. They are not the arena ibt 
such a contest. We have admitted to-day, a long and mgenious presentation 
from high authority, of the system pursued. Courtesy requires no more. Fidel- 
ity to the moie immediate interests of religion and the Church will allow nA 

"We are'informed, (hat the books of the "Common School Library" are prepei^' 
ed for the press under the ■up«'visioo of Mr. J. W. Ingraham, and that m is 
tcspMisible for the matter wUch they contain." 

It is prober here to remark that the declaration of Mr. Ingraham must benof' 
jerstood wiihsooie limitation. He was employed by the puQishers of the School 
Xibrary to prepare the books for examination by the Board, and to correct the 
press, and isjtbfuUy and aUy did he petftHm this important duty ; but he wu 
not responsible foe the matter contained in the books, except so far as he was re- 
qtMsted by the publishers or authors to point out anything ilul he consid- 
ered improper to be admitted into books intended for the use of every sect 
and every party. But how little of this statement would be learned 
from the disiogeairauB paragraph above givert. It is possible, however, 
that Mr. Ingtaham, .writing as he did to an EpiscoiMlian, may have 
JHtly inteitded to say that "be was responsible" to tht sect, and not to the publio, 
inwiuoh attpse the vqneiUDn may be cocrec^. It ia a^lair question tp asf 



irhy BO Important a <-ominiinlcii(lmift«ih thtfbMt'tKnffiAtotlii'siMnJctflirpblnt 
HKndd bare b««ii Mptiressedl ' ■ 

, Tha Bemarlu of tbe Editor of the Witness contamed in No. 5, drew foith a sec- 
pud letter from the Secretary of tbe Board, vhich the Editor refoseil ts publish^ 
bat vhioli found ready adntiasioniaio the BoMmCouiiM. It is M&Uomi:. 

COMMON SCHOOLS AKD THE CHRISTIAN WltNESS. ' ; 
To the Editor of the Courier, — 

During the monthsof February and March )an, in r itaperef this city, ratitted 
the '■Christinn WtioesB and Church Advocate," a aiKMMioa orattislu tppeared, 
fanplicdiing: [he Board of Education and luyself in the meai nimina) ecLeiDeft in 
felaiion lo our Common ^School avsiem, and holding up riie AlisiachuMtia "Qata* 
taan School Library" and "Tbe Common School Journal," bb pabttcatioita to b« 
dUl^o^nlennBtied and avoided. To these an jcle« trlMugtttJi My dbiy to reply^ 
AcFKTdingly, in the lOth nit. I addressed a letter lO iheeditor of the'*WiiDeia,'* 

Srererring my claim tu be heard Ihrough his colamas, ia order tkat ifaeaa wtto 
ad read [he accitsations might also reed the defence. 'My teller sppewod in iha 
"Wiinesj" on the 29rh ; bat i[ was accompanied by cAmments -rthieh EcviMd ta 

Ke (o be made up ef three kinds of error, namely— of thcr, principle and reMa»> 
g. In rhese commen[8, the editor elati declared that he was^reparedtd 'follow 
my letter paragraph by paragraph," and "lo meet (he thought to refute) iis ercry 
Ih^itioa." To rectify some of these statements, I immediately wto[b the ftitlow- 
iDg letter, and cansea it to be delivered id theediiot of tbe "W>(iDesa'<M)M«nd»y 
Ihe 1st inst. Asitdidnoi appear on the Sth insi., (the publisbiiMr day of the pa^ 
fiet-,) and as I had not heard from the editor on the subject, I called ai the offic* 
«f (be pbb)i<her, end was told that I should bear from it during ihe day;— but I 
heard nothing. Since ihac time my letter has been retorned lo me hy itie editor 
' Af the "Wiineas," in a noie dated the 3d insl. in which he dedines to publish it. 
If the subject of this discussion did not involve iniereus of iBeniiely gream 
momeni than nnyihing perxonal to the editor Of the"WiineSB"or »>y«lr, I would 
gladly let the matter rest where ii now is; bm bs i he pt« faience of his Views, «t 
sf ihose which I advocate, inroivet tbe question of iif* or death to our eommoft 
Mhool system, and at he refused 10 allow ray second letter— though ritrietly ou- 
. fined to a reply to hia eomnwnia on my£rfli—Ea appear In hiri paper, I will thank 
TOu to pLihli<di it in yotm. 

Truly and faithfully yours, &C. ■ HORACE MANN. 

Soslon, April 9(A, 1814. 

To tbe Editor oflha "WitneK and Advocate,—" 

Dear Sib : I thank you for publiibing my lata letter, respecliog the Board of 
Education and myself. }i teemed to me but an act of justice; but on this eub- 
jecilam fraieful even for justice. You regretted ita length, so did I. But when 
ithe lenffih off reply is made necesaary by the number and itijuriousness of tba 
accusations, it seems tome that the assailant and not the defendant is the re- 
'^tonsible party. 

' Soma of your comraeatR tmmy.lMlcr s«em to require a nolicft. ForrealKM 
similar to those which prevailed befcre, AaH I have a haaiiitg; tbrou^ ywu o^ 
«mni again! 

]. You new protest that, in pDblishinE the article from yosr oanwsponden^ 
and in fortifyiiig it mbsequently, by remarksef yourown, y«umesnilBmhing'pe^ 
tonal to the Board, «r to myseli. It ma ttie "syetan* now "in aetion here," thAjt 
Vou condemned. Very well. If Ihe Board of Edifaeatien, and the thMHandli of 
School Comttainee raep — yourself among the number,— have been.lbr ybava "lay 
itig the axe at the loot of Christianity itself," "iMdermiBing Christ jaBity," and 
atfminiaierins a "system" whose morality has no hif her source than "Paine" and 
■^'otney," I, for obe, am moat heartily obliged to you for appriling them *f it, 
Sotevery one mnatpert^ve that, if the "eystem," wfi1«h ihe»e tbousattda ofotit 
^llOW-citizeua have been adminialering, is sodestmcitve loatl onrh^bestintaih 
inn, dieii yoBt presoit esplumtwn oa^ ttutafen dte ofaaise ftom ttttirHDOtiiM 



to ttair «4p»eitr. Von abwlrQ t'tmn frna a criminal intent, at the esi>ei)se at 
bbair judgoMiu. By Kc^uiuiog ihem of crime, you coorict ibem ijf imbft- 
ciliiy. 

2- I did Mt laf, as you have quoted me, "five Onliadas diviaea, members or 
,(he Board." lanii "fivecleteymen," three of whom are "Onhudox e»ai^elical," 
.wha, wiih two Lay members, reputed Orthodox, make a majority of Orthodox 
appoiniees, on the Board, of five to three. \ 

'J. Vau a»k '^hsw many" of the Orthodox cler^ytnei^ whom I named, "can< 
(iliiuied the fir«i Board i" and between thoae, [two in nuuiber) who were orisinal 
Maesabefaof t^e Boiird, and thow (two also io puniber,) wbo have accepieu ap- 
. {K>in[>Heitiasioce,.y«uiotiniatea strotig dUtiaciiuu in favor or ihe laner. But, for t 
my own pari, 1 caoDOt see, why yUate, wbo, whvn the tree of Cliri»tiaiiiiy is half 
out down, when the labric urChriati^aity ij tialf uaJenaiaed, come voluntitrJIy 
in, to complete the work of oveiibiow ajai demuUiion, are oot qs guiliy {^ 
itiOM whp uiwk Uu) Gjst bloiv. 

4. But I oofoe to a vuve seriou* loalter, and will state ibe streaa of your »• 
gumenis ajatast the views nan' aiocd in one part of my letter. 

You say ihat my ''freat fortress" ft>r defending our schools agaiosl seclar 
isoi, -is the "iangun^ of itie Connriuiioa of Maaaanihusette. whir.h prohitHis 
tBBcfaintF af ihMe things whwb are calculated m ftvor the leovisof any pariicu!«r 
S«H of Obrisiians." Procee^iag upon this hypotheeis, yM argue, that the nro> 
faibiiioa oi^;lit to be underuood by us, as it was tnderetood by its auihors. You ' 
would apply ibe prabibirion to the sectarian Is ms thro existing, not to those B'^w 
(■xisiing. Hcnoe you iofer tliat I have draws an ubwarraniable and unfair in* 
ferSBCe ifrtnn ii) laoC'uage, by affisiog a meeniBg to it whicb its au'.hors aent 
had--a pndeta m^^iogio on aneieoi clauia. In reference to such an inierpre^ 
(ation, you say, "la it just, (that is, nm I just) to the ruemortraflhedead, lobsv* 
ealarged the mB&nine of iheir utatutes, and then lo iltaiic tnem resiMnsible fur 
the new guise la wiaoh theinatitufieos to wbicb they apply are presenile J?" AU 
ttas, aa every Mie mnst see, ttiriiB upoo tbe lime — the dttie — (if (he profaibitinA 
«(faintt asotariainim ; and it implies that I have dealt falsely with tkr Coitstiittt- 
tion, 'by i^iiring a modem. sen^ic lo an old (Novinen, io order to rub the riwng ;e»- 
««ation ofaar la*d of cW vital -truths of lebgion, — a purpose alike iafamous in tit 
imnmt and in ila object. Ym ^ furiherv and after having beiore uaed the words 
''u]igeii«mas,""cu«niiig"aiid"sinielrBnB,"youheraemploy onBMT the moaloffuH 
^ aivv lof yfarihes, tbacof "^nlhieal jeauit." 

But see, sir, how the removnl of a false corner stone shall brtilg Aavra iMt 
whole siructtrre of fkct and imputation upon the head of its fabricator. Tbs 
prohibitlen against KCiftrianism is sot, as you have declared, in tM 
Constitution. It is in a taw. It is in a law comparatively recent. It vaafiril 
.-•eo*ciediniheyeaTl9ST.[8eeMassBchw»etts laws, I3i6, dhnpKtMIt, sect. 7.] The 
■ hw, by yoor [h-inelpIeS, tnust be consiiued according to the state of tilings etist- 
ifig a( rfe l.wne of its enaclmenl. So say I. And, seventeen years ago, wfts not 
every thing eectariciDi* n which is so now ? Which of ue, ttiee, has drawn urn 
warratitable (eferencesT Have I beeh "oojost to ibedoad,'' or you lo both li»iog 
and dead ? Do not the same law and the same penalty apply to post-datiag as (o 
ante-dating T The words'" political Jesuit," so olionsive to a lover of truth anil an 
honorable man, — lo whom do ibey belong i 

Bui further, the prohibition against sectarianism viia re-enacted in 13^5, as part v> 
of liie Revised Siaiuten. The whole statute law of the Commonwealth was then 
revised, section by section, clause hy clause, — and this prohibition passed wilK 
the rest, by an almost unanimous vote, in both branches of the Legislature. - 
And, what is to my purpose here, it was approved by that Orthodox ^ntlenian. 
Saukjec. T. Armstronc, then acting Governor of the Slate, Governor uavishavi 
Ing been elected a Seuaiix in the CoogrEss of tbe United States. Not only the 
acting Governor but i could give you a loog list of dislioguished Onhodo:f mea, 
then members ofihe Legistaturcj by no one of whom was there a word uttered. 
I^inft this prohibitory claiise. 

We we .w^ vtx^itA ta,K« st a glaiw^ to vbom tbe foUowiiig itentetiM «{ 
^rs ^lie«-— ipaugBtScaDl^rt.el whidi I have iLalii;iKd; "Wi*lia^e nolnejfa 
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A)it irthe worda of the Conslilation [tlie latr] he tkMj obnoxioiu to the latitincb 
'of interpreialiOD which is given them, if u jtolteorlhy aftht Chriitmn pe^U tokt 
have made it their fimdamental lata." 
As you- Rod your correspondent appeal \o the Orthodwj, 1 will ksve you and 
t the Orthodox legislators and gorernor, who voted for and approved this law, to 
setrle ihia tnatter between yoursetres. I proce^ lo examine a still more remarh* 
ahle siaiemenl. 

5. After refirriog to me, in these words, "you can learn what the bonorable 
genrleman rp^rds a» UDseclarian retigioo, by recurring to his own deacripiiuB 
of whai he thinks suitable to be laogbi ;" you add, (in another place, though oa 
the same point,) "we aver thai to teach thua is lo favor the (enets of aparucular . 
Beet, and we protest against this stioted type of religioo as sectarian." 

My object now is to disprore that this is "sectarian religion." Thii I shall dc^ 
not only from its nature, hot from your own lips. 

In iny account of what might be taught in our schools, after citing (he words 
of our ConstitntioD, I referred to the injunctioils and prohibititms of the decalogue; 
I quoted the hea Ten -descended passage; "What dotb the Lord reqaire of the* 
bai to do justly, and to love mercy, and to walk humbly with ihy God." 1 quo- 
ted the passage of which St. James affirms, that if i$ "pure religion and undeHled 
before God and the Father;" 1 leferred expressly to of^ (he action*, respecting 
'which Chrixt declares it shall be said to ihoee who had performed them, "Com* 
ye blessed of my faiher, inherit ibe kingdom prepared for yon from the founda- 
tion uftlie world," and 1 also referred to oU the omisiiotu, respecting those who 
had neirlected which, he declares it shall be said, "Depart from me, ye curaed, into 
everlasting fire, prepartd for the devil and bis aogels;" and then, inonectinpie- 
hensive clause. I included, "everything else of a kindred eharactar whicb the 
6crip(ureacontain." 
It was in reference to all these that you atterfid that remarkable declaralioa 
-' which no reader of yours can ever foreet, "They are very well so far as they go." 
Yes; ot this language ofprophet,Bpostle and oftne Savior himself; t^ this language 
that alternately treezes the UixhT, and makes it glow with almost msupporiBUtt 
joy; that now strikes us dumb with (error, and- now opens our mouth with ho< 
•annas; of this language that falls u|<on tha heart as the thundersof Sinai fell upon 
tiie ear ; of all (he acti and omisncTu meotioned in conoexioo wiih these promi^ 
ings and threatenings, you say, "They are vary well so tat as they bo ! 1" . To 
thii extent, thea, you are committed. And if you sckiHiwIedge this— ifall Christians 
acknowledge this — then I say, it is not "sectarian." Sectarianism is that wbii'h 
belongs to a pari, and not to the lohoie. Far less is it, as you affirm, a "xtioted 
type" of sectarianism. And here I leave this charge, against our system, of beiug 
"sectarian," having clinched its falseness by a blow from youi own hand. 

One more poiai, and 1 will close. You insist that in our public scbools — es- 
tablished for the whole, and supported by taxes levied upon the whole — ceriain - 
scriptural doctrines shall be taught; such as that "God wag in Christ, reconciling 
the. world unto himself;" that "we are by nature children of wrath;" that "tha 
blood of Jesua Christ cleanseth from all sin,"and that by grace are we saved 
through faith." Very well The Bible is now rend in all our schoois, almost 
without exception ; end io the great majority of cases, ii is read by the scholars 
themselves. These doctrines or declarations, beioi in tlie Bible, are they not io 
the schools also ? But perhaps you desire something more for the schools ? Per- 
liapa you desire, not oniy that tnese passages should be read, but that certain ar- 
/ tides of faith, or formularies, more or less in number, embodying these passages 
in a manner more acceptable to you than as found in the origiDal texts, should be 
taught with thera. Although they may now be taught out of sch(x>l to any ex- 
tent (hat fronts and guardians may wish, or will allow ; yet you may desir* 
that they should be taught in school also. Then, surely you must have leacJiera 
in the schools, whom you tan trust to teach them. 

! We have as many as five thousand different individuals, in a year, employed to 
teach our public acnools. Can you trust so many to do so important a work, 
^without a previous examination by some committee, synod, presbytery, council, 
or conclave? Provision, tben, must be made ibr tbeflppoiolmentoTBD eiamintng 
boity, who will tee that none but teachers of the Tigiil'faUh get posstnsion of ifas' 
w^ooli. * Cenainly, we hare no nich hd&f now: - Oensialy, iImm h im law te 
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M^MMce, hy vhkh tWh '* body can be Tonned ; and it ia etgoally cerlsiii; thil, 
irhhout a law, yotir wishes cannot be executed in a linffletown in ihis CommOD- 
wealib. Appeal (hen, lo tbe LegislalUTe, to ealablifiR Hch a budy by law. 
Grant them lull aulhority, recite theirplenary powera in their eomrnisEJons, and 
commaiKl all judicial and eiecuiJTe omccra lo eaforce ibeir decrees by fine, Im- 

Erisonment, or otherwise. And when your plan ii coBstimmBled ; when you 
are the law, and the teachers ready to carry out your purpoeea; (lien, will yoa 
be so good hS 10 leil me wherein ynur "sysieni" will ^difler" from an established 
'^reli^on ! If such a"9yareni" will not be thai union ofchuteh and state from which 
"our fklbers," ae you call ibem, fled into the wilderness, will you or your correa- 
pondent tell me "whrre the essential line of agrermeDl varies ?" 

And unk»B these purposes uf your*, In regard to "sectarian leaching," can be 
carried out, you imprecate destruction upon our whole system of popular educa- 
lion in the rollowing words ; "Then we say, let the fate of our glorious [1] public 
acfaool ayeiem be sealed, and speedy iuin overwhelm it." 

Your views are nowfcefore (he public; so are mine. They cannot stand to- 
gether. The people of Maasachuseiis will decide between ihem. 

Very tiulv, yuura, ke. be. HORACE UAMN. 

Boston, March 30, 1844. 

The ei^th paper is an attempt to defend the ground taken in the first. The 
wo papers were written by the same person, Edward A. Newton, Esq., of Pitts- 
^eld. It appeared in the "Christian Witness" of May 17, 1S44. 
OUR COMMON SCHOOLS. 
Rev. and dear Sir ; It was not my design or desire, when I anggesled the in- 
quiry regarding our Common Schools, in your paper, lo follow that suggestion by 
any further remarks of my own, my object bemg to draw the attention of oihent 
In the subject, better qualified to diacuas it than myaelf, and because 1 have an al' 
most invincible repugnance to engage in such controversies, for which, I am 
aware, I am aa litile fitted as disposed. I have never before, to the best of my 
recollection, written, or causetl to be written for publication, a line on the aabjeci, 
and shall not, probably, do more in this way than I now propose to do by the 
present eommunicBiion. 

There ia a necessity for this communication, in my opinion, arising from the 
adroit turn which has been given to the diaousBLon, however tindesignedly, where- 
*"' th6 publiI^ mind has been drawn aside, to a good degree, from the true nature 
the point at isaae. A personal bearing, too, has been affixed to it, wholly for- 
eign from my design. I bare the greatest reepect for all the membeir of tha 
Board of Education and their Secretary ; 1 have no ill intentions or feelings to- 
wards any of them. I disclaim all considerations thai are not entirely publin, 
and of a $:enei<al character, and will no more indulge in personalities towards 
oihns, than 1 will regard them when levelled against mrself. My business is 
with a matter of great public concern, whuh I have a ri^ht, in common with ev- 
ery citizen, to diseuaa. And if I fail to do it in a becommg manner, I shall merit 
and receive rebuke. But my moilves cannot be impugned ; they axe certainly 
pure and just, and will bear iavestigaiinn . 

Again, a wroo^ interpretation has been given to that part of the qneitioii pro- 
posM by me,' which leads to a compariMiB uf the two sysiems of Mr. Girard and 
the Board of Education. I had not (he moat distant ideaofcharging thtmonheii 
Secretary with being disciples of lyAlemben, or Volney, or Paine, and their like, 
01 at iatimatlBg that ihey were pursuing their system on the unballowod prioia- 
ples of those enemies both to Ood and man, — nor did I mean to compare ibetwo 
'Stems as aitogeiher in agreement. I bad not then readibeuiAo^eapeechof Mr. 
Webster as since paUiahed, and I guarded my language carefully, so as to inquire, 
only, "where the easential hoe of agreement varied V By this I meant to nhow, 
thatai both excluded t-«ligT«ti« iraclimg in a greater or lesa degree, ao boihbore'a 
dose affinity as to their issues. Let tbc pntotio decide. 

Mr. Webster aays, — "that a school for the instmction of the young, whidi sed- 
nloualy [and r^roachfully) eseludes Chriatian knowledge iano charity ;" "sBch 
I scfaemeia deprived of that which enters inlo the very essence of human ben«v> 
olaaAe, wbanthai bcMtolaats coaimii[dBics uuttuciiou, that is to aiy, rsfi^iaw 
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V inmak^e coatiaUfti ViAlmmm htin(i^t%fi(i" ."ijtlui9'|)«ei>taMlV«ltiH((n«w4d 
BUmd public wurafai^ ebewhere ;" ''the Ctaristian world Ji»a beU, bd .9 f^D4a- . 
jn«f)iHl truib, ibat r«ligioii is th« only solid basis of norBls, Mfl tuat moral luurue- 

' (ion not re3iiag«nihi«ibBgiais(nily& Jxu'i^nvr upOn-Ainfj,' and at vhat qee«rihe 
Chriititn era h*ye ttidae wio proreased (» teact ibe Cbristias leligivOtiW to b«- 
bevt; in its auihotily aad JaiportaDo?, not insiitaioo ibe aivtitU- neqatolynT io- 
cukatingils^rininpJMaDd ii* precepra inw (Ite loindE of [he- young i" "wjfea lit- 
tle children were brou^l into ihc preeeuee of the Son«f Gtii, his diKipiea pr<>- 
posed 10 Head (hera away; but ^ said, SuiBer Itllls cliild<vi> lo ('orat- unio me-i- 
uata int.- he dM QOt send ibeni fat l««Eona in iDoraliiy to the sclioolavT ihe PJiar- 
isees, or the uobclLeving Sndducees, doC'IO tead <iie pj-ecepta aad lessons ^ii^)^' 
Uriedoa tbe gartoeols of the Jewish piiealteod; he aaid nolbing 'OT difiereiic 
-creeds, or claahing doctrioea, but b« opened at ooce to the youihful mind the «v- 
erlaatintt fuuntaio of living waters, tbe only.twarce of imporieJ V:ai\\9„r-"S'^^ 
litlle children to come unto nu." "He, .[Mr. Giiard,] aaya, there is m)c& a 
vaultittnie of eects, and suchdiveraiiy of opinic|n, that be will exclude all, [religion 
aad all its miaisUrs,} in order to keep i4ie niiads of the children frae fiooi all 
clashing coBiroversie?. Now, does not this lend (oauliven all belief in the util- 
ity of teaching [he Christian religion to children at all.j" 

I affirm, (hen, thai excluding the wordii in these extra(?ts included in brackets, yon 
hbve an account of ihe ivo Eyair ms, showing ilieei 10 be as nenrly parallel as 
,ihe cases respectively will admit; differing, no doubt, in fome important particu- 
lars, in wbicn ihey are not aCRrmed I0 agree. Or, if rhis he too strong an asser- 
tion, are they not too near, may I not ask of all eraDgelical Christians, to be safe, 
or allowed ? 

I am next to consider another ingeaiout resort of the Secretary, at iM friends, 
which is, to make me appear in the public tuind as "hostile 1u the gkifHMM ^y«Iem 
of our comtDon echool edacalioo, established by the coascilution aotj lau'a of out 
Cooimon wealth." Now, I have never enionained a ihousht, expressed a wont, 
or written a line, to ihts ?ffeci. On the contrary, — as my iellow-WiWostuen who 
know nie heat will bear me witness, — I bald the system in lb« highesl teapect, 
and have ever fiven 10 it lay nioai cordial aupperi. My.ctfntest js 'not widi that 
^ eBeetlent system, bat agmnxl Iht contttvttMa givtnioit, IM pomtrt claitrte4uniet it, 
and the perversion "fila ancient design and usage b^ the Siiaid of Edtfcalkon ; vui 
to ihia point I dBsire;iiiaialy lodraw public MleDlwo. 

This system has existed amoa|r as fur near two ceniurias ; was aoqniewed iu^ 
and supponed by, Orihudox OongragatioQaliais, Baptists, aod Episci^paliann, dur- 
ing thai period, and, for nearly lulf iif tbe saii>e linie, by the Methodists atsot 
wiihoucanv leeerve whatever in the lawa, or prabibiiion ;'8 10 [he teaching of 
iteiarian religicn. These foui' denominaitons, making together at ail lJmeB,.(hai^ 
and DOW, nine teMbs of ihe popwlatioti of the Gomroon weahb, ,hare bad po jeair 

.^ustes of each other 00 this head. In agneement, e«s^iaJ/y.an melters of tuitht 
the great duclriaes of the gospel, as uiideraiood fay ihein in gouitmi were aHonofi 
to ie taught, Mi iMre laugki, in all our Gommoo Schools. Tke "Assembly!* 
Cai«chisiD," even, of thePre^ylerian Church, too well knotra to he desr-ribed, 

o' was recii^ every SaLnrday afternoon, in most, if not all the schools i}vuugboat 
the State. Here was religious ieocAi/i^ going hand ia hand d«ily. or weekly, with 
moral and inteltectua); and our Common Schools decniM, m eimie^tienie^ what 
(hey iTuly deserved to be coosidered, "a name and a praise in the whttle-tanh.'' 

^ In the eaily pan of tbe present century, a new seel sprang «p amongstus, sniall 
in numbers, b'U highly respectable in re^rd.to iiidividual chfiracier; aodiii 1&^, 
, »r '27. we find a aew clause introduced into uir laws in regard 10 CMimon 
' Schools, ankaowB to our faibera, which now stands on out Hatul£-^)<Kik io tha 
foUowio^ languaife : "The School Comjmittee ahall nenertxHRCS M.Ae;iwdiKm4 

' or vstd, la any of the town tchooU, soy KhwA iookt which >Us>calaulf)ted 10 favor 
tbe tenets of any pariieolar seciol Cbriaiians." No one iliougbi macb ef . tbig 
euactnient, an til .the esiablishDieoi of tbe f^rd of Educatioit. leoyuars afiervardt 
It was not consirued to mean lb ft esdudiog of rf/^ytotu (catAina, in ibe fceer^b 
inMs of tbe gospel ; this had given Do olWde for two hjundied yeans In Oie.ittig- 
ioas denonninaijons making toge«her ibegfreat body of .|be peoples it wpaittlMUt 
pvetedto mean, if to ba apemuw, tbeexclusion of eeclestaaiieftLiysiWia'fif oiMrci 
-f«MFMM>)tuid.disdpliiia,Jbntjw ibeM Jud Mvei ban. tttOtAvitfUM U> lUiUtb 



Ae psMe i^OM, ni flati^et was HppT«b«Dcled fiwn ihtm, itn4 ytlhriMM nwc!l«i^>i 
ail liere uoderatooid, (Mitinued to be [(rdctned in oor tchools. le 1S36, or '37, ten 
trar* afterwards, • Board of Educalitm wks esiablished by law, lo have a eenain 
anperrisiDQ oVbr these schooli. It consisted, originatlv, and Ibt torat rime, I be^ 
] We, of dleTen person!-, ei^hl of whom are sufiwsed lo ba*e beenoftbe new sect ,, 
referred 10, and three ufOnhixloidenoniiDBtioaa. That body bas given to the 
Itaiuie before reched ihe most rigoroQs Mnstniciian, escludiog the iniTodaciian 
of all niattets deemed by them stettrum in religim, or, m we afflrrft, vilal and 
dUiinetivt in the Christian scheme, as held by Onhodox lienomina lions. 

The law siatefl ihat the School Committees Shall not direct lo he purchased ot 
Qfed, &c., anjr school hooks — (hat is, books of insirueiian, in history, geogt»phy, 
and The like, as We affimi — but the Board of Education have eonsirued the taw t<t 
eiclnde SDch works as the "Assembly's CBtechistii," and lo disallow even more 
than ibe reading o'f the Holy Scripinres — ihey may not be exjilaine/l at taught. ■ 

The next step in ihis progress is, to establish a Common School Library, under w 
the authority of the law just quoted, from which is to be excluded any matter ot 
Christian doctrine, discipline, or practice, that any member of the Board, al any 
lirae, may take exoeption to — and this library is to he th« auibvrtFeil reading oi 
the rising aiKt all ruiuie generaiioos- I have oo a former occasion shown that if 
a Roroan Catholic be one of [he Board of Education, as he has a right to be, he 
rnay object to the Bible itself, that is, the received Enghsh version, being used at ' 
all in the schools. But I will state anoihei case, B«t so 'emreine' a* this j> al- 
)ei^ to be. From this library the doetrina of scripture are adjudged to be, of 
lieeetslty, excluded; btit to the ^eee^d, admisiion is allowed. There is a cele- 
brated work of modem limes, by a learned and talented heathen, ebtiiled ih* 
Trece;^ of Jesus;'— an unexceptionable work, I am told, for I have not read it. ■ 
This book, tM will be inferred from its title, may Ibnn pari of our 'Commoa 
School Library,' whilst most of the' itriiings of Luther, Calrin, Cranmer, Enos^ 
Wesl«y, at)d Fuller, must be excludiHl. Doai any one believe that the Puritan 
fittherg, of Whom we so highly boisi, ^voold have submitted lo Ihis \ Then, in 
this Syviein, hWitn a Common School Journal, in which these tHews are to be 
enforced. Neitt, ail annntl report of the Secretary of the Board, tMntaining hii 
particular acta suA Eeniirtients, whatever they may be, printed and (irctilated at 
Ihe public espenw; and, tdcrowil the whole, a acanoL for TEkca^Bs, nnder 
that Secretary'it immedlaw oversight and contiol, t« ttsrry orU his plans into off-c 
HaA. 

It ri, then, againtn this eKCreeeence, So t« speak, upon our ori^na] coramon 
■ehool system, — these novehies, and thisoonstroctionof the meaning and powers 
of the law, — that I am (Mmiending; and not against the wholesome and time* 
bonctrM institution of ourfathen. 

The p»blie cannot fail, ihen, to perceivie, I think, that the Secretary of the 
Board of Education, whilst inveighiiig, in his published commtmications, against 
■sttfarlan reli^on,' and an 'establiihed religion,' and against the supremacy of / 
any one sect m cur common schools, over others, has actoaily contrived to poai 
sess, and does-possess, in the way, and by the moans, I have pointed out, the 
eompletest soverettnty over them sit. 

The idea of a relirnn to be' pnridtted to b4 taught in onr scho^s, in which all '^ 
BT« at presmi agreed, is a mockerv. There is really no inch thing except it ba 
What i!l termed natural religion. There is not a poioi in the CArution scheme, 
fteemed iKnportant, and of a doctrvkal character, that is not disputed, or disaltewr * 
ed fay some. As to the frtttpti,' perhaps, there may be a pretty gem'raJ sirree* - 
meiit, and that Ah is one great hra«dh of the Christian scheme we allow. But 
is this ail— all that the sons of the Puritans are wiiUng lo have taught in their 
public acboirfs T 

Another point I eaiMiin refrain Anm noiteing, and tour be excused foe pro- 
nonncing censiirable. The friends of the Secretary of die Board of Education, 
are endeapof i6g to eowvey the impression that upon his exertions, mainly, de- 
pends the eiisience ail d prosperity of oor Common Schools. This is great injtu- 
lice to the fiv« or six generatibns of patriots who hSve dsseended to their graves, 
and to Whom we Me really indebted for this great boon. We always have bad, 
tind #e always shall hsre, good Common Schodt in Masiachu setts, whether we 
ham a Beard hf £d«aiioBor no. I admit it has done ■ome little good, in mow 
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departnteiiU ; moctk lesi, boweFer, than' U claimed for it ; but I contend ti/gt 
^ natn, it is. wholly tueiest and burdenvnte as a Stat* iiatilutiim,irre%oeciiYe a( (he ob- 
" jeciions to it in a roligioas view. We do oot need this central.all-absorbisz pow* 
1 er ; it is asti-repubticui in bH its beaiiogs, well adapted, perhaps, to Prussia, and 
' other Suropeaii. deipoutraa, but not wanted here. All that no require i«, wits 
general lawa, depeaaeat for their exenutioa on the virtue and interest of the peo- 
ple, leaviDK to the vsrioua sects ibe mailer of watching against (he improper en- 
* croachmeatB of each other, experience having .shown thai they wiU be abiuidant- 

Much more might be written on this deepiv interesting subject, but in the place 
thereof I hnpe to see printed, and extensively circulated, (he report of the Com- 
miilee on Education in the House of HQpreHnlatives in IS41}, which received the 
■anciion of 250 members. This paper I never saw until the last winter, and I 
fear it is but little known ; it is fuli of truth and souai admooitioit. 

E. A. N. 



The ninth paper is a Third Letter from the Seeretarrof the Board, in r«pljf to 
Mr. Newton, and first appeared in the Boston Courier, of Maf SO, 1814. 

OUR COMMON SCHOOLS. 
TO TUX xniTOB of the cocsieb : 

After a respite of six weeks, the editor of the "Christian Witness and Church 
Advocate" has again returned to the cbar^ against (b« Board of Educfilion and 
nf self. As 1 hate presented one diapHssionate communication lo that editor, in 
reply to his injurious attacks, and have been repulsed, I eoteTiain no bope that 
be would now permit nty defence to follow Ht accusations. It is therefore that 
1 ask again the favor of being heard through your columns. 

Thi- article in the "Witness," to which I wwhlodraw atlei)tion,ia signed with 
the initials E. A. N.; and its writer now avows himself the author of ibe origi- 
nal ariicle on the eubjet^t. As it has long been known that that article was writ- 
ten by Edward A. Newton. Esq., of Pittsfield, and aa (he preti^t one bears the 
iaicials E. A. N., it woald be affectation any longer to ireat the commuoicaiiona 
as aoooymDUE. I trust, therefore, it will be deemed no disoourie^ in me, if, in 
order to avoid c i re nm locution, I speak of the author by name. Ee«i(^ it is al- 
ways more agreeable to see one's antagonist and to look in hiseye, ihun to b« 
confmnted hy a btank mask, or a ahadW. I oaly regret that Mr. Newton had 
not taken the more open coarse of avowing himself, in the first instance, insiead 
of waiting (iii be was discovered. 

It is to some extraordinary statements and views in Mr- Newton's last cooa. 
taunication that I wish to draw atieution. Though personally, and, as I think 
most unjustly implicated in Mr. Newtoo's allegations, I feel no disposition to 
Dike an acrirnonious reply. The cause at atakie, either aa he views it, or as I 
view it, should lift us infinitely above the region of personalities, cod shouhl make 
ttuih our only object and aim. 

In Mr. Newton's original article, Mr. Girard (the founder of the Girard Col- 
lege) is cbuged with having "laid the axe at (he root of Christianity itselT'; with 
having derived his principles of ioairucdon from "f aine's 'A^ of Reason' and 
Volney's 'Views of religion' "; with having "undermined Christi«ni(y," and with 
having been "influencM by uo principle oT Cbriatianiiy whatever"; and in view 
<^ these charges, Mr. Newton said, "Can any one tell wherein the system of Mr. 
Oirard, and the present system of our Board of Education, or rather of it£ Secre- 
tary, differs ; or where the eaenlial line of agreement varies ?" 

The first point now made by lUr. Newton, is, that this was interre^tive mer^ 

g; put only by way of inquiry ; that he "guarded his language carefiiUy," &c. 
e says he did not mean to accnse the Rev, Dr. Humphrey, President oi Am* 
berst College, Mr. Searo. President of the Newton Tbeol^cal Seminary, the 
Rev. Dr. Bobbins, and the o:her members of the Board, with being disciplea of 
"Volney or-Faiue, and their like,— those enemies ho(h to God and man," 

Let roe pat a case, Sn^Ktse a merchant goeson 'Change and says publickly, 
"Von know that Mr. A is a knave, a swindler and a thief. Can any on* tul 
wherein Mr. B'a eharutet ^differs' from tltat of Mr. A V Qr thus ; "You know 



fte Trust Compauy embezzles the properly of wiJows and robs otphana ; and 
A3 to the Tru3t Company D, if comparea wicn C, can any one tell 'where the es- 
lential line of agreement varies'?" Could ratiboal men — could any court ever 
differ as to the true constrncrion of these words ? And if the offender, whom I 
have supposed, were called to account for the slander, and should defend himself 
by saying, "I madeno asaertion;it was an inquiry merely ; I carefully guarded 
my language, by an interrogation point"; would notany jury of honorable meu, 
after assessing images for the aggravated nature of the slander, double the a- 
mount for the dishonealy of the defence ? 

But notwithstanding this professed retraction, Mt. Newton's nextpoint is, to 
show that the "two systems," — that of Mr. Girard and that of the Board, — are 
"as nearly parallel as the cases respectively will admit"; "or, if (his be too strong 
an expression, are Iheyliol too nearly to he safe, or allowed?" 

To prove this parallelism or similitude, he biings together, to make one short 
paragraph, half a dozen detached sentences of Mr, Webster's speech in the Gi- 
rard case, including certain clauses of these sentences in brackets. The follow- 
ing is a specimen : "He iMr. Girardl says there is such a muliiiude of sects, and 
Buch diveraity of opinion, that he will esclude all [religion and all its ministers] 
in order to keep the minds of children free from all clashing controversies." Mr. 
Newton then proceeds thus: "I affirm, theO, ihai, excluding the words in these 
extracts incluaed in braokets, you have an account of the two systems, showing 
tiiem to be as near parallel as the cases respectively will admit," ice. 

Eiclude "f eligioB and all its rainialers" irora oar schools, and then surely, they 
would be like other schools from which "reKgion and all its mimsiers" are exclu- 
ded. And wereeVfer two systems or two things so unlike, that, if you put be- 
tween brackets the paints "IvhereiQ- they differ," they would not, at least, "essen- 
tially agree"? Let a case precisely analogous be supposed. Some defamer saysi 
"Can any one tefl me wherein the sentiments of Mr. Newton differ from those 
of Paine a«d Toliair?, or where the essential line of agreement varies?" Mr. 
Nswton calls hitii to account ft»r the defamation. He replies : "Tike away the 
feet of Mr. Newton'B belief in Christianity,— let me put that between brackets, 
— and T affirm that they are all as nearly alikeas the case admits." 

Mr. Newton surely mew, when he compared the "two systems" in this offen- 
sive way, that while the will of Mr. Girard expressly excludes all clergymen from 
his college, probably a majority of all the scbool committee men of Massachusetts 
are clergymen ; that they are required by the constitution and laws to see that / 
"piety, benevolence," !Cc.— that is, love to God and love to man,— are taught, in 
Ms jcAoo/j, and are at liberty to instruct the children, out of the schools, in what-' 
ever doctrines their parents desire or will allow. Yet he speaks of the systems 
as being "nearly parallel," or "too near to be safe or allowed." 

He neti proceeds with a series of assertions, highly erroneous in point of fact ; 
and from whidh he draws erroneous conclusions, even had the assertions been 



»ue. . 

He declares that the Orthodox denoitiinaltons, '"for near two centuries," at all 
times, then and ttow," have constituted "nine tenths of the population of the 
Com moo wealth." That popnlation is now about 750,000. One tenth is 75,000. 
The UniFBTsaiists alone ate estimated at nearly or quite this number. Thp * 
number of Unitarians may be somewhat, though not very much less. The 
CArra(-ians have between twenty and thirty organized societies. While tber^ 
are very few Orthodox people belonging to Unitarian congregations, it is well, 
known that there is no inconsiderable number of Unitarians who worship with 
the Ordiodor. The opinion of some of the best informed men is, that at least 
one quarter of the people of Massachusetts are what is called, by way of distinc- ,v 
tion. Liberal Christians. Some estimate the number at one third- Then there 
are the Nothingarians and Deists, who, taken together, are probably more numer- 
ous than either of the above. The Catholics of Boston and its vicinity have » 
been estimated at thirty thonjaod ; and theirs is an orthodoxy which only a por- 
tioD of the Episcopal jaus favor. Yet Mr. Newton avers that the Orthodox have 
been, and noa are, "nine tenths of the population of the Commonwealth." 

He next says that '-the great doctrines'' of the gospel, as understood by the Or- 
thodox, "were allowed to be taught, and were taught, in all our common schools ;"' ^ 
that "the Assembly's Catechism was recited, ?very Saturday afiemooo, in moat 
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if not alt the sdiooU thronghaat the State ;" and thai "this rdigwat Uadwig 
conllaued to be practised in our acbools for near two bundled years," or until ihe 
Board of Education was established. 

Now, I appeal to eyery man possessed of intelligence, on this suhject, for a de- 
nial of these BtatemeDia. In the nine eastern counties of the Sute, coniauiing 
more than Sve eighdisof its population, the leaching of the Assembly's Catechisni 
' and of Orthodoi doctrines, had been, not entirely, but mainly discontinued, long 
before the exialeoce of ihe Board. The Caiechism had been objected to by the 
OriticMiox Baptists themselres. In many places, the diacoatinuance dates back, 
V at least, to the beginnins of the uresent century. I hare met with many per- 
sons, educated in our schools, who nerer saw the Assembly's Catechism. Se 
convinced was public aentiment of the equity and justice of the law rf 1827, »• 
gainst sectarian teaching in the schools, that in all the common school oonven- 
tioDs I have ever attended, in almost all of which the subject of moral and reli- 
gious inslruction has been introduced, there has been but one instance where 
vsocb teaching was advocated ; and there it was resisted on the spot, by an Or- 
thodox clergy [nan. 
Another ground of disproof is this : The whole current of testimony contain- 
< ed in the sctiool committees' reports, denies the right and disclaims the desire to 
introduce sectarianism into the schools. Of more than a thousand of these re- 
f ports, there are but two of a contrary description. They began to be made the 
' next year afler the establishment ol the Board. Surely such a change couM 
never have been wrought in a single year. These reports are all on file. The 
School Abstracts, containing the substance and spirit of them, are in the hands 
of all the school committees, of which Mr. Newton has been one. And yet in 
defiance of all these facts, known, or capable of being hnown by himself, be 
makes these a -- - 



Instead of commenting on this, 1 pass to another point, which is as follows: — 

"In 1836 or '37, we find a ikew clause introduced into our lavs in regard to 
Common Schools, unknown 10 our fathers, ,which now stands," ice. as folwws: — 
"The School Committees shall never direct to be purchased or used in any of the 
town schools, any school books which are calculated to favor the tenets of any 
particular sect of Christians." Of this, Mr. Newton says — "It was not constru- 
ed to mean the excluding of religioui teet/ang in the great doctrmei of the ^os- 
V- pel." "It was interpreted to mean, if to lie operative, theexcluaion of ecclesias- 
tical systems of church government and discipline, but as these had never been 
obtruded so as to disturb the public repose, no danger was a]^ehendcd from 
them, and religious teaching, as here understood, continued to b« practised in our 
schools." 

Is this the true construction of the law ! 

Whether right or wrong, it is original ; for neither in lecture, public discussion 
or school report, has it ever been suggested before. 

Mr. Newion says, that, doctrinal teaching and recitations from the Assembly's 
V Catechism had existed in our schools at least up to 18S7. He says, that, tne 
teaching of ecclesiastical systems of church government and discipline, had net>- 
er been obtruded into them, bo as to disturb the public repose. Then came a law 
forbidding tenelt to be taught. But this law, as he construes it, was not aimed 
at what had been taught ; it was aimed at what had not been taught. It was 
not designed to remeay what many thought an existing grievance, but to prevent 
• what had never been complaioed of. Under his oonstraction, qnestions of 
Church government or discipline could not be introduced into the schools, bat the 
doctrine of universal salvaiioa might be— such ''octrine not bvoring the tenets of 
a particular sect, and, theretore, not coming within the nkeaning ^ tlielarw. Mr. 
Newton goea further, and queries whether the law was inten&d to be operative 
at a!! — a compliment to the Legislature that framed it, and to that which re-en- 
acted it in 1335. 

Again, he says, that the word "school-books," in the law, meant "books of in- 
struction in history, geography, and the like." Although, therefore, the scfaooil-i 
committees were debarred, by the law, from introducing sectarian "histories," W 
"geographies," they were not prohibited from introducing the tiiirty-nine articles 
or the Oxford tracts. 
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I proceed to another question of feet. He «ays ; — "In the enrly part of the 

B resent century, a new sect spraog up amongst ns :" and, "in 1B36 or *37, a 
oard of Education was estrfjlished, consisting originally and for some time (bj 
he betieres) of eleven members, eight of whom are supposed to have been of tne 

■new sect referred to, and three of orthodox denominations." The purpose of this 
obriottBly is to awaken the jealousy of the orthodoi, as if they had not been fiiirly 
represented on the Board. 

Is it not remarkable, considering that Mr. Newton was himself a member of 
the Board for more than a year, and that the law establishing it was sent to ere- 
rr school-district in the State, and is to be found in erery court-house, town 
clerk's ofiice, and nearly every lawyer's office in the Commonwealth, — is it not 
remarkable that he should not know the number of which the Board of Educa- 
tion consisted ? He either knew it, or he did not know it. Take the most char- 
itable supposition, viz, that be did not know it ; and why did he not inform him- 
self before he compared nnmbers, for the purpose of arousing jealousies ? The 
Board of Education consists of ten persons. It has never consisted of more. 
The Governor and Lieutenant-Goremor are members ex offidis. The other eight 
are nominated by the Governor, and confirmed bJ the Council. At the forma- 
tion of the Board, therefore, it devolved upon Gov. Everett to make the nomina- 
tions; and, without any disparagement (o any other chief magistrate we ever 
had, it may be said that no one has ever been more generally discreet or prudent 
ia his appointments. So far as I know, he was never before suspecied of per- 
verting the powers of his office, either to the furtherance of his own religious 
views, or to the hinderanee of others ; and it can be demonstrably shown, that he 
was guilty of no such injustice and impolicy in the present instance. 

Varions considerations should enter, and did enter into the appointment of the y" 
Board. I may speak with confidence here, for I had personal knowledge of the 
facts. All the great parties, into which the State was divided, were to be regard- 

led. Religions views were amoitg the most important. Political considerations 
could not be overlooked. Indications ot public sentiment, in regard to men, 
whom the people had invested with office for a long coarse of years, were also 
worthy of attention. Even local residence, though among the weakest motives, 
must Dot he wholly forgotten. Having regard, in all caiex, to a general fiiness 
for the office, I submit to a candid pnbfic, whether the above considerations were 
not the proper criteria in making the selections. 
in acting upon these principles, two members were taken from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, — one of them a distinguished leader of the Democratic party, an ar- 
dent and able friend of the schools, — the other the Chairman of the Committee 
on Education, and one of the- best writers on the subject we ever had. One 

.member was taken from ibe Senate, probably because he was President of that 
bndy, at that time. These three appointmenta were made, as T have reason to 
believe, without the slightest reference to the religions denominations to which 
the appointees belonged. Two lay members were than taken, who were incom- 
bents of no office, — one an opulent merchant, who had long felt a deep interest 
in the public schools, and who has since given substantial proofs of that interest. 
He ia a Unitarian. The other was an Orthodoi Episcopalian (Mr. Newton 
himself,] who resided in the western connty in the State, and whom do one will 
snspect of compromising his own religious views, or those of the sect to which 
he belongs. This left three vacant seats. To one of these Mr. Sparks, the his- 
torian, formerly a Unitarian clergyman, was appointed ; and to ine others, two 
Oilhodox Evangelical clergymen, Mr. Davis of Wesifield, and the Rev. Dr. Rob- 
bins of Koehesier. Such was the original constitution of the Board. Three 
were appointed in reference respectively to the different political parties to which 
they belonged, and the offices conferred upon them by the noputar will ; two lay- » 
men, as soch, a Unitariaa and an Episcopalian ; one es-clersyman, a Unitarian, 
and two officiating Orthodoi clergymen, — a lar^r number than was apporlioned 
to any one other single consideration. A majority of the original appointees 
were, as I suppose, Unitarians, as S majority ol the Board now are Orthodox ; 
but no difference of opinion, founded on denominational views, has ever existed 
at the Board, with the single esCeptitfn of Mr. Newton's objecting to the School 
Library, because, for.the purpose of exclnding sectarian aid partisan works, it 
wai decided that each book should be unaniinoutly approved, and tK wfalch 
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cause, after atmapting in vain lo effect a recoBJiidemivn of the role, be resigaed 

his seat. 

Mr .Newtoa's next charge i^, that the Board have given to the statute before le- 
cited, "the most rigorous construct ioik" — "have construed the law to excluUe such 
< ■svorJcs as ihe^^'Assembly's Catechism,' and to disallow even more than the rea^ 
ing of the Holy Scriptures, — they may not be explained oc taught ■" and in so do- 
ing have "perverted ihe ancient design and tisage of our Comraoa Schools. 

If this was simply a charge against Gov. Everett, Gov. Davis, Gov. Morton, 
and Gov. Briggs, — (who was a membei of the Board for several years before he 
was Governor,) — against Drs, Humphrey and Rabbins, Mr. Davis, and President 
Sears, to say nothiog of the other niemners of the Board, — if it were merely a, 
charge against these eentlemea of using their official power to "pervert the. law," 
and to violate the wisQes of "nine tenths of the 'people of the Commonwealth," 
I would let it pass. But the Injustice of the statement goes deeper than ilits. 

I chaUeuge the world to refer to a single act or declarafioo or the Board, by 
which they have interfered or claimed to interfere, or even to advise in regard lo 
any one of the points above stated. They hare never dictated or suggested n 
word in regard to the manner in which the Bible ought to be read or taught in 
ihe Public Schools. All that they have said in regard to that book is, that in the 
Jioimal Schools "it shall be read daiiy." It was in the schools, with a few ex-, 
•" ceptions, when the Board was appointed. It is in them now with still fewer. 
Wiether it shall be in more or less, the law has eipressly referred to the school 
committees of the towns. 
But this is not all. Soon after the Board cams into o£ce, a jealousy arose, 
. that it was covertly a Unilariao movement. This spread so far as to alienals - 
some people from its suppof t. Wholly unfounded as the suspicion was, and im- 
possible as it would have been to execute such a purpose, still it was deemed 
advisable by the Board, to pledge itself before the world, ag^ainst such a purpose. 
Accordingly, in their third annual report, when speaking oT the subject of School 
Libraries, Uiey sa^ ;— 

"The Board believe, also, that the inspection of the volumes already published, 
and of the titles of those proposed^ (a list of which is subjoined,} will eSectually 
remove alt apprehension which may have. been felt, tliai the sanction, by the 
Board, of books suitable for a School Library, might have a sinister effect, either 
positive or negative, in reference to religious instruction. While the organiza- 
tion of the Board is itself, (it is hoped,) a sufficient guaranty, that no such influ- 
ence could be designed, Uie examination of the books alrewly published, and of 
'the list of those in preparation, will sufhciently show, that no such effect has 
ever, by inadvertence, taken place. The subject of religious instruction has 
been placed,by the Legislature of the Common wealth, where public sentiment,aDd 
the necessity of the case, would place it and keep it, even without legislation. 
In a community, where the utmost liberty of religious profession exists, where it 
is the dearest birthright of every man, that he may worship God according lo 
the dictates of his conscience, any attempt to make the Public Schools, (support- 
ed as they are, by the common expense for the common benefit,) an instrument 
for advancing or depressing the opinions of any sect of Christians, would meet 
what it would merit, the prompt rdtuke of every considerate citizen." 

In the mintis of all candid men who examined the subject, this public and 
solemn declaration of the Board, together with its course of conduct, for three 
years, and the evangelical character of several of its most conspicuous mepbers, 
had the e&ecC to alky apprehensions, m regard to any perversion of its powers, 
'■"""'' * I's. But it had another effect. It made those who desir- 

i Public Schools fox purposes of praselytism, Inore hos- 
ei before; because they now saw in the mere fact of its 
n obstacle to those "practices," which Uiey had carried on, or intend- 
ed to carry on, in defiance of the law, These are the men who are now attempt- 
ing to rally a party in opposition to the Board. That this is the cause of Mr. 
Newion's opposition,, we shall see in the sequel. 

Another of Mr. Newton's assertions is, that by means of "The Cominon 
School Journal," my "annual reports," and my "control" over the Normal schools 
I have "actiially contrived to possess, and do possess the completeat S0T«ieigiUy" 
oyer allonr oo^mmpn schools. ' , i -it 
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. lDi«ply I»(tus, lawr, thatfromthe Alptu to the Omega of our echoed *jrM^. 
] hare not the elighcest control wluiteTcc, either restiBiaing or direcloiy, — nei- 
tltei arer.school-housea, books, teacheis, coomiiitee-meii or apprupriatiODa by 
the towns. I un not a m^nber of i^ Board, and have no righi even to a yoio, 
1)1 its meetings. I am allowed to iptah, like a Territoriel RepresNitatiTe in, 
iCoagress, but not tt voU. The puhlic subscribe for my Journal or not, read my 
reports or not, hear my lectures or not, as they please ; and when they have reed 
01 heard, they do as thejr please, or tbev do notning. All thai 1 bave ever done 
or can do, is to lay opinions and facts oefore the community, and show them the 
r«lalion in which they aland to ibe great cause of popular eiducbtion, aad unleas 
these commend themselves 1o the good sense of the people, (hey go for nothing. 
My whole commission may be expressed in five words, "to collect and diSuse- 
-iuformatioo." I have no more "control" or "sovereignty" over our schools, than 
Mr. Newion himself ; and if be will make himself more Bcceptable ihan I am, 
will impart better advice than I do, he can supplant me in all of them. I might 
turn Ibis assertion of Mt. Newton to my own credit, only I will not misrepre- 
sent him ; fat if, without being invested with aoy legal authority, or having any 
exchequer at my cOBLmaad, I nave acquired such an ascendancy over a most io- 
telligent portion (^ out fellow-citizens, it must he from the excellence of the cause 
1 have eapouaed, and th6 acceptableoes* of (be grounds on which I advocate it. 
Were it not for certain facilities for diffusing information into the obscurest part* 
of the Commonwealth, where it is most needed, I would lesicin my labormus 
aad thankless office, and enter (be Qeld aa a private mfsEiooary in tbis glorioua i 
ca«Be. 

There are various other wide departures from accuracy, scattered up and down 
through the uticle under coniideTaiton ; bat as they relate personally to myself 
mote than to the cause, I pass them unnoticed. Mr. Newton may disparage my 
labors as he.pleases. If fbave accompli^ed much, I will consider it as wt- 
couragenieat.. If Xtheve accompli sbed out litlle, I will consider it as a stimulus, 
to greater exertion. I leave this pari of the subject then, with a single remari. 
Can the tiee that bripge forth such truits be good ? Are these wide deviaiions 
from \nill known truths, tbe way in which a Christian should let his ligbt shine" 
before m«i ) Ought not the people of Massachusetts to prefer for the conunon- 
schools, that b^bed beoard. ior tbutb, which is lequired by the Constitution 
and. laws t« ba taught in them, all, rather than aay creed, or all the creeds that 
Were ever framed, without it ? 

Mr. Newton calls earnestly lor the printing of the report of the commillee in 
1840, for abolishiiig the Board of Education and the Normal schools, which be 
says received that sanction of ij50 members. {It was but 132. And surely if, 
a* slated in one of the previous articles in ibe "Witness," the House consisted t>f 
"over five hundied nUuabers," this was not a very formidable vote. What can 
account for such a sCBiemisnt as this, when the yeas and bo^j are on. file?) Id- 
"the Common School. Journal)" which he denounces, I published that report en- , 
tire, four years a^o (see C. S. J., vol. 2, p. 225,) and sent it out to the world to 
work its own rmn. There was no document, imtil these articles of Mr. New- 
ton, which could do the Board of Education so much good. Nay more, I pub- 
liahJed with it the best report of the speech made in iis support, that I kne4r of. 
If Mr. Newton will publish a full r^rt of [hat case without suppression of any ' 
pan, 1 will become a subscriber for a libera! nmnher of copies. 

Thus far I have followed Mr. Newion in his asaartiaas. Let me now consider 
his demands. He boldly advocates a. reium to the old limes, whenthe "Assem- 
bly's Catecbiam" was recited anddoctrinal teaching given in all our schools "dai- 
ly Of weekly." He is not satisSed with the use of the Bible in all the schools, but 
complains because the Orthodox docirines supposed to be contained in il, are not.i 
expressly "explained an4 laughi." He objects to the School Library, because il 
' U free from polemical theology, because "most of the writings of Luther, Calrin, V 
Knox, and others, are excluded from it ;" and on such grounds as thase, he de- 
nounces our present Common School system, as "antv-repuhlican in all its bear- 
ingSk well adapted, perhaps, to Prussia, and other European despolisms, but not 
wanted here." 

Now let us look at this claim of Mr. Newton. Let us compare it with the ' 
syuiirofoiuiastiniiUoai aad with the spirit of jiMtiae. 
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'ItteTB >re, in UasncliufiMtB, Blmost three kwiibed otgafti»ed Te))|F}oafl ooeifr- 
twi, which are anti-onbodoK. Even io Orthodox gociedea, it will adt be denied 
that Eh«i>e are numy indindmlH iriio dissent wholly ftom th«r riewB. In manr 
towns, and m many more school districts, the anti-otthodoK Cdnstitute a nrajton* 

< ty of th« people, and pay more than half the baes. There is not a towa, and 
probably DOt a school district in the State, whetv there are not sone disbelievers 
IO orthodoxy, — men who conBciestioatly think it their doty to prevent Onho- 
dox creeds (tarn, being taught to their children. What, for instanoe, wonld be 
done in Boston, if every individual could force his own creed inte the public 

' schools ! Would not Bab«l be harmonious compared with them? And so of 
other places. Now Mr. Newton declares himself an admirer of our sdiocri ey»> 
tern, so fhr as the inhabltaois of the lowaa are compelled, under heavy penalties, 
ID raise school money, and the inhabitants of the districts to baild school houses; 
but he then demands that, by these moneys, and in these houses, iha children of 
anti^orthodox parents shall be tanght Orthodox doctrines, or be excluded from 
sdH»l ; and, like the million and a half of Engli^ children, be driven into igno- 
rance And poverty aitd crime. This is his idea of RepnUicanism ind of Keli- 
gious Liberty ! The principle of our law and of the Board of Bdscation acting 
under it, is, that school money shall he raised from all, that the s^ool shall be 
open to all without any religious test, that when the children are assembled at 
school, every thing of a moral and religions nature which does not invade the 
rights of individual conscience, — the sublime precepts of the Gospel, the life 

.and efaaraoterofJesiis Christ, the love of God for bis perfections, and of man for 
this wants, — shall be sedulously inculcated ; but that polemical theology, dis- 
tinctive points of creeds or taith, shall be left to other limes, places and teachers. 
It is the same spirit which, by universal consent, prevails in re^rd to politics. 
The nature of a Republican government may be nnfotded, and its IwidameMMl 
principle of equality expluned ; but queslloos of bank ot no bank, of tariff of 
aoti-taTiff, or who is the best caodidaie for the Presideucr, wast not be iMrodv- 
ced. 

This Mr. Newton calls "anti-republican in all its bearings, well adspted, per- 
haps,' to Prnssia and other European despotisms, but not wanted here'" Where 
did Mr. Newton study Hepabticaoism ? In what .school, or in what country f 
Prom what heroes and sages did he obtain his ideas of civil liberty, aadof equal* 
iiy before the law ;or from what msftyrs to the eouseof truth, did he learn tbe 
meaning of religious freedom ? Does he find aught of this in Ihe piind^es of 
Samnel Adams or S<^d Hancock, of Washington or Msdison, of Eoger Williams 
or of William Penn? Whence, too, came hie ideas of despotism? Ay, of Prus- 
sian despotism { At the yery moment when be wrote that seoteoce, did he not 
know that what he demands for Massachusetts, was the very system of Prussia 
iteeU, — ■ catechism and religious doctrines in all the sehcKMs, enforoed upon all 
the children, whether the parents believe in them or not ? Did he not know that 
in consequence of this cotnpnlsory religion, in church and school, hundreds of 
PrOssian families are driven yearly into exile? Yes, for that precions seateuce 
alone, could Mr. Newton make it the law of Mossaehuselts, Ffederic of Prnssia, 
and Francis o[ Austria, and Nicholas of Russia, and the Pope of Rome would 
seiae him by the hand, and call him brother. So far forth, his system is identical 
with theirs. There is not a single item of difieience,|'io put between brackets,' in 
order to complete the pareltel. Kit, Mr. Newton, vou have cume into tbe world 
too late for this. It is the spirit of Henry the Eignth, without bis power. You 
may mourn over this as yon will. You may call the members of tbe Board of 
Edncation, — men certainly among the most pious and exemplary in the land, — 
infidels, deists, or what you please ; but as easily may the millions of the tons of 
the Puritans, who now breathe the blessed air of liberty in this free land, be gath- 
ered on board the solilarv Mayflower and be re-landed on the shares of 
England, and leave this glorious continent to the return of the forests end the 
habitations of the red tnsn, as you can bring about that tor which your soul yearns, 
— one authorized standard of truth, and that standard — your creed! 

I cannot consent to be outdone by you. Sir, in euJogieing ''onr F^lgrim Fa* 
Uiers." Amongst earth's worthiest, noblest, greatest, they stand in the foremost 
rank. Only one blot sullies their fair foiae ; otherwise they had been eodlibe 
rather dian human. They peneoMed for oaamMaet saka, mai < ' — 



o^rs the atoptioo of tbeit own craed, by implii0ii««lH, exile, wd deaik. Tr 
siicti weje the palliations £de this offence, that the wtwld bae alntnt fbigBti«i it, 
and already has. tbe voice of History |>egua those plaudk^ in bmoi of their ncme 
vhicb shall spieiid over qll the eaiib, and retocuHl tbivugh fJl tie sfca. Yon, 
too, join xa this geoeral accIani&tioD of pcaise. £»t aks I il t* Hie biM npoB 
their charcLcter, and not its gloiy, that iDsp^es yoiur a4mirulaD. 

You a&k, "Does any one believe that the Puritan FBthera, of ^rtKna ve so 
highly boast, would have submitted to this ?"— that ia, to exemption from aectit* 
tian teai^ing in our schools, and to equal religious privil^es for all. Fardoamy 
presumption, sii, if it !» auch,, but I feel an inward and resistlms prom^iting, aa 
It were, commaadiDK me, in ue name of every loyer of God and man, to answer 
you, that they would. Did they now live, wi& die mote clearly •defined notioiu > 
of releioMs Iibeity and of human lights, which bare been eyttlfed by two canta- 
lies ofexperience and investigation; did they live in our tunes, when certainly 
more than one third part of the people of thts Commonweal ih have become dis- 
senters from (heir faiib, I shoulo consider it the foulest of all disfaonon I ctiakl 
cast upon ihetT name, lo say they would not have yielded the law of force and tht 
tigois of compulsion, to the demands of justice and tlw spirit of the age. They 
would have obeyed the divine injunctions of the venerablo RobiBson, when, aa if 
moved by a double ^rit of inapifatioti, ite pouted his last farewell intotheiimiU 
in the following words : 

"If God reveal any thing to you by any other Instrument «f hia, be as ready to 
receive it as ever you were to receive any truth by my ministry ; for I am verily 
persuaded, I am very confident, that the Lord has more truth yet lobMathe Earin 
out of his holy word. For my part I cannot sufficiently bewail the condition of 
the reformed churches, who are come to a period in rehsioa, and will go^ at pra- 
sent no farther than the instruments of their refta^ation. The Lutherans can- 
not be drawn to so beyond what Luther saw ; whatever part of his wili our good 
God has revealed to Calvin, they will rather die than emUnce it And the Cal- 
vinisls, you see, stick fast where they were lef^ by that great man of God, who 
yet saw not all things. This is a misery much to be lamented, for though they 
were burning and sniaing lights in their times, yet they penetrated not into the 
whole counsel of God, — but were they now living, uotiid ha gi vriliing lo embrace 
further light, as that which ibey first received. I beseech you remember, it 
ia an article of your church covenant, 'That you be ready to receive whatever 
truth ihall b« made taiown to you from the written word of God."' 

Yes, Mr. Newton 1 even among them, were they now here, you would stand 
alone in your advocacy of intolerance ! 

Yon complain that the schools are no longer as they once were, when the "As- 
sembly's Catechism" was taught "daily or weekly" in them. The law, or the 
interpretatioa of the law, which forbids this, you call an "excrescence" upon our v 
oiigiaBl Coram ouSefaotri system. Would yon also be rid of the corresponding 
"excrescence" upon our political system ? Time was, when no one but a church 
member, a commimicant had a right to vote ; and were he ex-communicated frmn 
the church, he lost his political franchise also. The changes in regard to political 
ntiA religious rigbts, bare gone on hand in band. From the early days of the 
Colony, the statute book is full of laws providing for the enlargement of both po- 
litical and religious privileges. The Constitution itself has been twice altereoto 
adapl it to the lesiittes* current of public opinion. And what is remarkable is, 
that the point of hberty and equality, in regard m both subjects, was readied al- 
most at Uie same identical time. Now, not only may every man vote who will 
comply with certain conditions applicable to all, but he has a claim for damages 
against the officers who would defeat his wishes. So in regard to religion. Ev- 
ery man is perfectly free to adopt whatever views he pleases, both for himself 
and his children, aiid when he lifts hisown eye to Heaven, or points bis children's 
thitherward, aod a bigot's hand is thrust out to intercept their vision, he has a 
right to smite it to the earth. 

The inference which I draw fVom all this is, not that we should restore the an- 
cient laws either political or religious, for that is impossible, even were it desir- 
able ; but that we should exert ouiaelves to the highest tension of the last fibre of 
our strength, to do what we can, thioogh our Common Schools, fbr the improve- 
ment <^ the habits, for the enligkUDing. of thp intrilwt, for A« ooltiraticB c^tbe 



ogle 



I, For enbtudting love to (rod Emdmanon the altar of eTer7 heart j and fbr 
i .a. SMTCd adhMioD to that principle of Jemis,— now so openly disavowetl and prac- 
ticaily deDied,~-li> do to others as we Would that tbur should do to us. 

Lam tarry to iMroduM mySelf in this connection, but charged an I have been 
nrith (iaister motives in favor of mfown religious views, and with conspiring 
with the Board of Education, toaecoEfiplishiinlawful objects by clandestine means, 
J UMUt takethe liberty to add that, intimate as I have been with every member 
of the Board, and with opportunities to know all their plans and desi^s^ I do not 
believe there has been but oxe member of that body who would avail himself of 
Jiis.offic^ influence, for the unlawfulextension of his own doctrines. Thatm'em- 
lieK, as I have before stated, left the Board because, by a vote otherwise unant> 
I mous, they adopted the plan of a School Library, from which the "great contro- 
Terted topics of the day," in religion and politics, were to be excluded. Had I 
the. slightest reason to suppose that it was the design or the desire of the Board to 
make use of me tbrsucba ptvpoee, I would retain my office no longer than would 
be necessary to write my resignation. Although I have a faith or belief on ttiis 
■objeM, which I think I could die to sustain, yet while others hold that faith to 
be. erroneous, I do not desire — I would not permit, that it should be compulsorily 
intioduced into the sehoola. The same conscience that compels me to decide for 
rayself, and to stand by that decision, forbids my deciding for others. 

In writing this long and I fear tedious letter, on the questions, what cbnsti- 
tvtes religious freedom iu regard to public education, and what course the Board ' 
of Education has taken respectir^ it, 1 began by disclaiming, with Mr. Newton, 
till desire to be personal. In following the tine of fact and accuracy, I have been 
obliged lo deviate far from his ptath; but in closing, I will adopt his words, say- 
ins with him, in legard to the great points of di^rence between us, "Let the 
piXlic decide." very truly and sincerely yourS, Sic, 

HOEAeE MANN. 

Boittin, May 24,.18«. 



Besides the above three letl»3,wbichaye all, in the writing: of which the Secre- 
tary had any ctmceta, the ttoportance of the subject and the violence of the attack 
y called forth numerous essays in the newspapers, in whicl^ without one excep- 
tion, we bc^^eve, the "Witness" was condentaed, aa ineompetent to testify upon 
this great question. We have selected a few of these pieces not only because 
they touch upon some points untouched by the Secretary, but because they ahow 
the state of piiblic' feeling upon the vital question, whethe/ oui schoals shall be 
schools for the whole people, or whether they shall be seciuian. nurseries of l»g- 
olry, intolerance and all uncharitableness. We do not recollect ever to have 
seen aneh a genenl expression of condemnation as was exhibited by the pre^ 
• f^m one end of the State (o the other immediately after the attack of the " Wk- 



No 10 consists of thiee papers from some anoDymous writer, whidi appaared 
at various dates. in the Boston Courier. The first number appeared March 13th, 
die second March 30tb, and the third April 15th, 1944. 

NO SCHOOLS WITHOUT A BISHOP. 

Dear Sir, — Will yon allow an old subscriber to your independent paper to ex- 
press, as well as he may, certain fears that ar^ floaring in his mind, and that per- 
' " ' - '* ■ 1 freo- 



s he thinks, to two of the greatest interests of inir country — religious f 
4om and free schools. . la the "Christian Witness," the organ etihe Episdapalian 
- sect in this city, two pieces have been published, in opposition to the School Sys* 
tem of MassacKusetts, and calculated to ilesd the nnwary into error, becanse spe- 
ciously proposing to reform and improve institntuns that wonld never have been 
foundqdjproh^bly, h^ it depeoded upon their mm. 
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In Engtand, lor muiy jean, the DitseDtera, who coDSlhute a Tery large minor- 
inr of the nalion, have been anxious ro procare rrom ihe Qovernmenl, •omethiog 
like a sTStem of free schools, to check, if possible, the downward coune of ihe 
mass to ignorance and iireligion, ajid to remove from their country ihe reproach 
of being Hie only coontry of Enrope, havinf^ any claims to cinlizntion, that has 
no system of general education. Every suchaitempt has been viewed with jeal- 
ousy and frustrated by the bigotry of the national choreh, which will consent to 
no system, unless the doctrines and forms of their chnrch are eicluaively laui^ht 
in every school, and, of course, unleits every teaeber is an Episcopalian. The 
DisBeniers, relying npoD their increasing strength, will not agree to any such 
condition, and the church of England is compelling another i^eneration oi children 
to grow up in ignorance and crime, rather than allow equal privileges to all the ■ 
aeciB ; that is, the Hierarchy of England relies upon the ignorance ot the people 
for its continuance, and is afraid to risk the consequences of enlightening tbem 
by a system like that of Massachusetts. 

Scotlaikd has long had a system of free schools, or rather of public schools, for 
they can hardly be called free, while the pnpils are reqnired to pay a fee, however 
small ; and Ireland has lately wrung from the reluctant government, a system, 
which is neither more nor less than what the Englisb are denied at home ! It is 
a fact, that the English church has yielded more to the Catholics of Ireland, than 
to the Protesiauts oif England, and schools have been established there under the 
joint siuierrisiDn of Episcopalians and Catholics, from which all doctrinal insirno- 
tion and all eeciarianism is strictly excluded, as in Massachusetts. The conse- 
quence is, that Ireland is fast rising in moral and intellectual power, and En- 
gland issinkiitgiri.i ignorance, vice and irreligion. 

These facts nobudy can disprove ; nobody attempts to disprove them in En- 
gland ; but, in this country, it seems to be heresy to assert them, because the as- 
sertion is a reflection upon Episcopacy in England, and the sympathy between 
that and Episcopacy in New England is so strong, that the reflection upon one is 
a reflection upon the other also ! Many circumstances prove that this strange 
sympathy exists. The Episcopacy of America has of late looked up to that of 
England, with filial affection, if not with menial servility, and it seems to act oa- 
ly with a view to subserve the designs of that corropt hierarchy. We should 
not be surprised to see an Archbishop placed over the Episcopalians in the Uni- 
ted States, by the Head of the English church, just as the Pope has placed one 
over the Catholics. Some American Bishops think as much of a smile from ibe 
Archbishop of Canleihury, as the Catholics do of a i-JimplimeQl from Rome, and 
this subserviency to foreign influence is too apparent to he concealed, and its in-* 
fiuenceuponouringtituiiansisbeKinningtoberelt, as I shall now attempt to show. 

The copious extracts from the late report of the Secretary of the Board of Edu- 
cation, lately published io the Courier, mti&t have informed your readers that that 
distinguished philanthropist, after having acquired a thorough knowledge of our 
school system and of the condition of our schools, by personal inspection for six 
or eight years, visited Europe to examine her school system, and transfer such im- 
provements as he might discover, to oar own. As tae visit muat have cost him 
double what he draws from the public treasury, nooutfit having been allowed,— as 
in foreign missiona not one millionth part as important ; — ana as he has poured 
out the Knowledge obtained as freely and widely as possible, in the Common 
School Journal, and in his Annual Report to the fiosrd, insiead of writing a book 
and thus obtaining full remtmaration for bis expenditures, it is lair to eooctude 
that he had oo motive but that elevated one, which seems to have guided him 
from the first, the elevation of the people by tbe improvement of the Common 
Schools. 

In the Journal and the Report, the said Secretary, not having the fear of the 
mitre before his eyes, has honestly told the truth in regard to the deplorable con- 
dition of the mass of the English nation ; and, it seems, has given ofience to Epia- v 
copalians on this side of the water, who seem to have concluded tbat our 
countrymen would infer that, if Episcopacy has created, and is willing to perpet- 
uate such a state of things. as exists there, there must be some inherent defect in 
that church, and a huspicion will fall upon the tendency of Episcopacy in the 
abstract. The Secretary makes no such inference, however, and probably never 
dreamed of giving ofience to a sect here, who had do more to do with the Ghunch 
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of EDi^and than eke baa wkb bar mother, tbe lypieal harlot of Babjrbni. AM 

yet the Cbriatiao Witness, in the moai UBchristian spttii, aod in niter- diire^itl 
of that commandroeDt which says, "Thou shall not bear false witneM agadnit 
tby neighbor," has oommeiiced an attack upon tbe Secretary aod the Board, snA 
through them is aiming :a blow at the school syatera itself. 

In a late number of that paper, allusioa is made to tbe remarks of Mr. Web- 
ster on the Girard Will and strong commendation is bestowed upsn his defeikc* 
of Christianity against ihe restrictions of the will ; but, not content with this set 
of justice, a comparison is instituted between tbe prorisions of the wil! and cbose<^ 
oar school system, attributing the latter to tbe Becretary of the Board, and boldly 
charging upon our system, which allows the scriptures to be i«ad, and the two 
greatest CO mmandm^Qts, Love to God, and Love to Man, ana hU tbe Law and the 
prophets that hang apon them to be tauglit, and only excludes seetarianiiitn, tha 
same influence that is attributed to the will wbidi excluded religion altosetber. 
The charge is groundless, and the comparison so unfair, so oncalled for, that oo 
ofi« can avoid suspectingeinne impure motive. Weshallseepreaeatly what it ts. 
In ihe Wimess of last week, the editor or some one for him, attempts to defend 
' the position taken in the former number, and, in so many words, charges th« 
Secretary with a design to promote or piodnee irreligion by excluding doctrinal, 
that is, sectarian, instruction from tbe schools. The Secretarv is competent to 
def«nd himself; and the Board, whii^ includes inen of all the leading sects, not 
excepting tbe Episcopalian, will no doubt look into the matter and expose the 
fi^se witness; but before tbey can move in this matter, theliemay travel through 
the land. Il would be a suikient defence of tbe Secretary to say that the Bo^ 
has lefl (he schools, in regard to religious instruction,ju8t where they found them, 
and can tbe Witness be so dull as not to knoiv that a different course would have 
instantly annihilated the Board i If the Witness expects that all the Orthodox 
sects will unite with EpiscopaHens in introducing their peculiar tenets into the 
schools, he shows a remarkable igntoance of history, and of the state ol feeling 
^^ among these independent Chriatians. We should like to see bim going to the 
Congregational Churches of the descendants of the Putiiaaa, whom bis church 
drove into the wilderness ; or to the Methodists, who renounced his charch a cen- 
tury ago for iti ungodliness ; or to the Presbyterians, who are now contributing 
to support the Scotish Kirk against tbe oppression of the English hierarchy. , These 
Beets are aware of the oSensive pretensions of Episcopacy, and will not easily be 
induced to co-operate with those wiio are now attempting to establish the dogma 
that there can be "no churrii without a Bishop." 

Fortunately for the cause of 'eiigious liberty, the believers in no one dogma 
are sufUciently numerous and powertnl to dictate to the rest, and we have a 
^ great safeguard in the mul^licity of sects. The moment that either begins to 
' assume superiority, as the Episcopalians are inclined to do, that moment the 
rest will unite and teach the offender better. The very moment that oneattempts 
to introduce into the schools a dogma offensive to the rest, that moment the rest 
will resist, aod if they cannot obtain redress, will withdraw, and the dissolution 
of the system of public free schools must be the consequence. The Witness 
speaks with horror of any attempt of the Calbolie to object to anything taught in 
the ncbools, and he speaks with complacency of ali who believe in "the doctrines 
of grace," and yet the Catholic believes those doctrines as well as tbe Witness, 
and the line drawn bv the common sense of tbe people, and not, as the Witness 
would insinuate, by tbe Board or the Secretary, is the only one that can be drawn, 
viz: the line of Sectarianism. 

Let tbe people, then, awalce to their danger, and be careful bow they listen for 
a moment to such a fatal error as the Witness, in the spirit of self^suiSeient 
doginatinn, would inculcate. 

WATCHMAN. 

NO SCHOOLS WITHOUT A BISHOP. NO. 2. 

A short time since, I sent you a few remarks with the above title, in which I 
endeavored to rouse the attentioo of the citizens of Massachusetts to a danger, 
iwldch, if not met and averted, wilt remove one of the main propn of religion, 
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libertir, iwler, and Mfety, in tkis coiTunaDity,—I mean ihe Ookmon Schools. I 
meotiiMied in my former oonunaiuQa.iioa,tb>tiheCfarisCiati Witness, :he Episcopal- 
iaa paper of this city, had come out xrith a deQunciHCioii of the School Sysiem, 
as eauiblisbeci by the CanstitUtioD, and Laws of the Stale, on the ^aund that it is 
an UDchrisiiaa system, lietianse no religious instrnciion that is sectarian is allow- 
edin the schools, lo the Witness of the S9tfa inet., Mr. Mann, the Secretary of 
the Goard, has come out ia detenceof the principles of the system, and his letter 
to the editor is a moat masterly rebnke. I hop« you will publish it entire, and 
therefore shall make do extracts from it. My object now is to call aitention to 
it, and to make a few remarks upon some notions adraaced by the reverend edi> 
tor of the Vitness, for the purpose of doing away the impression that Mr. Mann's 
statement must make upon every candid and raibigoted miod. 

The editor saeera at the defence of our free systeni, which Mr, Mann draws 
from ihe words of the statute, which prohibits the teSchingof il.ose things "which 
are calculated to favor the tenets of any particolar ;ect of ChristianB." All else, 
that is, all that is not sectarian, the editor allows to be "well as far as it goes ;" 
but he adds, "This ieares untouohed what we, and all Orthodox Christians, 'es± I 
teem the essentials of Christianity, — the way of aalraiion by Jesus Christ." This 
afi^cuonate uoiOQ with all Orthodox Christians does very wdl for this particular 
purpose; but tlie ink is hardly dry that lately denied that any Congregational, 
Baptist, orlndependeoi Methodist Church was entitled to the name of a Christian 
Church. No mailer how fully they accord in the essentials of Christianity, if 
they have not what, they think, is a non-esaen(lal,Tiz., a Bishop, they are outcasts 
from the true chuicb, which now, for a special purpose, wishes to give them a 
fraternal hug. 

But the editor of the Witness undertakes to define what t>e calls sectarianism, 
and his argument is sufficiently curious. In the first place, he maintains that, 
when the Pilgrim Fathers sanctioned all but "sectarian religious leaching," they 
only meant to exclude the sectarianism of their day. As there was then no * 
Episcopal Church in Hew England, and as Episcopacy, in all its branches, its 
forms. Its liturgy, its morality, and its spirit, its every part and portion, was the 
^tomtnabte thing that their persecuted and suffering souls feared and hated, we 
know not how the editor can wish to have the original intent of the founders of 
onr school system perpetuated. But so it is — for, secondly, the editor censures the 
framers of ine Constitution, in the following words : — "la it just to the memory 
of the dead, lo have enlarged the meaning of their statutes, and then 10 make 
them (the dead) responsible for the new guise in which the institutions to which 
they apply are presented ?" 

This notion evidently springs from that innate pecutinrity of Episcopacy, here 
and everywhere, which is opposed to improvement. But I deny the position of 
the editor alto^iher. The liberal fathers of our school system laid its basis upon 
the eternal principles of justice, and when they ordained that no sectarianism 
should be taught in schools 10 be supported by every seel, they established a prin- 
ciple that was adapted to all future time. The wise framers of the Constituiion 
recognized the principle, and, as far as lay in their power, perpetuated it. But, 
says the editor, "Universalis in, Millerism, Mormonism, and other 'Come-outisms' 
have sprung up since, and must the liberality of our fathers be interpreted so as 
to give place tu heresies which concern the very viials of Christianity? Present- 
ly, the Papist wUi give us his interpretation of (he word 'sectarian '.' " This is a 
precious sentence, but we shall not attempt to analyze it. The Uoiversalist, who 
relies more than any reputed Orthodox sect on the fullness of the Atone- 
ment by Christ, which the editor professes lo consider "the sum and substance of 
the gospel," — the tiniversalist can take care of himself, and defend himself on the 
editor's own ground, and so can the despised MiUerite, and so, with double pro- 
priety, can the Papist, at whom the Episcopalian sneers, as if he were not an elder 
brother of the same housebDld. 

But it amuses me to see the complacency with which the editor of tba False 
Witness says, "Must the liberaliiy of our fathers be inierpreted so as to give 
place to heresies." OuE FatheR ! An ancestor of mine was a dissenting cler- 
gyman in England, and being silenced, not for want of faith in the doctrine that 
our editor considers the all in all, but tor want of conformity lo certain arbitrary 
rulesof eburch government, to mere forms, he endeavored to keep a large family 



..Google 



Grom slamtioa by teadiiiig a mnRtl Bchool. He waa forbiddeD to do ibia by the 
£piscopBCy,allhoiisfh they tuei* be mnild teach nil the "doctrinei ot grace" M ihef 
aaderatomi them. He could not live in EDglaod, bnt came inio the wilderneM, 
aod one of his first acts was assialing in WinK the foundation of our free achiiols. 
Our Fathers, forsooth ! "Woe unto you, scribes and PbariseeB, hypocrites t be- 
cause ye butld the tombs of the prophets, and garnish the sepnlefaTes of the right- 
eous, and say, If we had been in ihe days of our fathers, we wonld not have been 
partakers with them in the blood of the prophets. Wherefore ye be witnesses 
tmto yourielTce that ye are the children of them which killed the propbeis. Fill 
ye up then the measure of your fathers !" 

The spirit of the Witness is thv very spirit that drore (he PnTitan Fathers into 
the desert, and now that tbe liberal institutions of these persecDied dissenters 
have allowed their enemies to rome over and share the blessings that they have 
provided, the same spirit, in the perverted name of religion, is impatiently strik- 
ing at the great principle of our glorious school system, ihe only one on which it 
can expect to stand one moment. But, says the editor, if the doctrine of the 
Atonement, as I understand it, may not be unght in the schools, then we say, 
, "Let the fate of our glorious poblie school system be sealed, and speedy toib 
overwhelm it." This is the desideratum of Episcopacy as espoanded by tne edi- 
tor, and it remains for the trae descendants of ihe [Ntgrims to say whether tbe 
system of thair fathers shall be so sacrificed. 

WATCHMAH. 

NO SCHOOLS WITHOUT A BISHOP. No. 3. 

Dear Sir, — When I sent you my former numbers, I felt afraid that the insidious 
censures of the False Witness, (as the Episcopal organ must be called unlU it 
apologizes to the Fathers of New England, the framera of the constitution, the re- 
visers of tbe statutes, and the whole community to whom if has spoken its untruths,) 
might periaps induce the pious hot simple to think that religion was in danger from 
the present regulations of the Common Schools, which forbid sectarian religion and 
parly politics lobe taught in them. I feared that the Hon. Secreiacy of the Board 
of Education would not depart from the course, which he has hitherto pursued, oi 
allowing no censures, however abusive, to turn his attention from the great work 
in which he is engaged. But, it seems, he considers tbe late attack of the Wit- 
ness as aimed at the school system, and not merely at himself or the Board of 
Education, and, in the name of the people whose agent he is, he has smitten the 
calumniator to the earth. 

Bear in mind the facts, Mr. Editor. A correspondenc of the Witness compares 
the provisions of the Oirard will, (which excludes religious instruction of every 
kind, and even clergymen, from the college it was to. establish) vi'iih tbe syMem 
of public free schools as established in New England, where "sectarian teaching" 
--'■- ^hibited. The Secretary of the Board, in a private letter to the editor 
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._. then undertakes to defend the position of his correspondent, and, instead of an 
apology, he gives another blow. Then the Secretary writes the letter, which ap- 
peared in your paper last week, and which the Witness, with the grace of a child 
taking physic, adraitied to its columns, and accompanied with nearly two col- 
umns of remarks, intended to blunt the shafts of the Secretary, but which only 
exposed the editor's want of skill and of accurate knowledge in regard to what he 
had undertaken to reform. The Secretary, as in duty bound, in a second letter 
to the editor, endeavored to show that the editor had mistaken the law and tbe 
gospel, the people and their wishes, and this reply the editor refused to publish, 
not on the principle of self-defence exactly, but on that other natural principle, 
which excuses a man from knocking out his own brains. Even Dogberry would 
not write himself down the silly creature that he was. This rejected letter to the 
editor of the Witness, j;ou, sir, have admitted into the Courier, and the people, 
_!.. 1 .1,.:- .-..g friendg^ ^]i thank you for it. 



it IS not my mtention to analyze it, but rather to make a few reflections upon 
the whole controversy, that its true bearing may he understood, its real intent dis- 
dosed, its foreign policy made m^ijest. It w^ a groat m^uke pf the «di|or of 
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the WiUeM to tllow himself to be dnwu iato BOeb a raara by bis cormpondetit, 
frho, having never been educated in the free schools of New Ensland, knew no- 
thioy of their Tsloe, and, perhaps, ne»et haring needed their aid, hsd adopted the 
maiiDi common to his transatlantic friends, that it is enough for the rich to take 
care of ibemselves, the poor are not worth being cared for. Had the conespond- 
eai been educated iuonr schools, thoush he miffhtnot bare learned all that he 
deems essential, peradventure, under toe blessed proTislons of the statute, which 
the editor would annihilate for its liberality, the correspondent might have learn* 
ed what others deem somewhat essential, "the principles of justice and a sacred 
rexard to troth." 

The correspondent says, speakins of our statute regulations, "The Bible may 
be read in spools, but it may not ne interpreted. * * * A child in our 
sclwols may bear the Bible read, aod he may read the books put forth by the 
Board of Education, but as all teaching of what Orthodox men hold to he the doc- 
trines of grace is excluded in [&omJ the books furnished him to read, he may not 
ever trulv know wb at is necessary to salvation." That is, the Bible has become so 
obscure toat he who runs can not reed, and the "doctrines of grace" are not to be ■ 
found there at alt without a pair of Episcopal spectacles ! Carlisle gives the tme 
account of the origin and design of this whole attack upon our religious liberty, 
when he says to the bigots of England, "The Builder of this universe was wise; 
He planned sll aonis, all systems, planets, particles. The plan be shaped bis 
worlds uid .Sons by, was— Heavens !— was tiiy small nine-and-ihiriy Articles!" 

After showing thus ibat the Bible, nnassisted, would never teach the doctrines 
of grace, (a sentiment that the independent Onbodoi sect?, on whom the Wit- 
ness calls for co-operation, would reject with horror, considering as they do thai 
the "doctrines of grace" are interwoven with the whole texture of scripture,) 
the editor cites the late Bepori of -Mr. Mann, to show that reading the Bible doea 
not even teach morals ! And, of course, the Common school system, "the system 
of the Board," as the editor calls it, which does not require the reading of the 
Bible, but does require the actual teaching of "the principles cf piety, justice, and 
a sacred regard to truth, love to their country, homanity and universal benevo- 
lence, sobriety, industry and frugality, chastity, moderation and leinprrance, &C. 
Ace. &e., must be condemned ! There is such a want of fairness in the whole 
course of this attack, that one woald be almost driven to believe that, if the editor 
and his "valued correspondent" had read the Bible vsiikout the interpretation they 
seem so much to rely on, ihey would have been full as well off as they are now. 

I have hinted before, in my gentle way, that the False Witness has idenliSed 
(he Episcopacy of this country with that of England, and, in speaking of Hr. 
Hann, and the Board, and "ineir systematic separation of liteiatute and morals • 
from religion," (as if it were theirs !) the editor says, "The Church of England is 
visited with plentiful censure for her successful opposition to a scheme of educa- 
tion' similar to that which he flbe Secretary) conducts, she having resolved that 
Christianity, as understood ana taught by the established Church of the realm, 
shall be taught also to the young in all schools," Heie we have the cloven foot, 
boms, tail and all ; and the Secretary has shown in his last letter, that tbiswould 
be the tendency of the plan proposed by the Witness ; that is, no schools, as in 
England, or Church and State yoked and pulling together, not underihe true head 
of the chnrch, but under that head, which, as successor of the immaculate Harry 
the Eighth, expends some hundreds of thousands to educate her horses, and not a 
cent to educate her subjects ; that head, which, though of a female, has tbe apoc- 
alyptic supply of horns. 

The Secretary, in fact, has less to do with the religious instruction of the Com- 
mon Schools than any teacher or committee man. Indeed, it may admit of ques- 
tioQ whether the editor of the Witness, who has bad someexperience on tbe school 
committee, can say what he has said without coming under the condemnation of 
the Apostle of the Gentiles, when he says, (Romans ii, 1—3) "Therefore, thou 
-Tt inexcusable, O man, whosoever thou art, that judgest, for wherein thou jodg- 



est snother thou condemnest thyself, for thou that judgest doest the same things. 
And thinkest thou this, O man, that iud^esi them which do such things, and do- 
es! the same, that thou shall escape toe judgment of God ?" But as I have only 
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s passage "without the inteipretation," which is so essential, perhaps I do 
not lukderstand it. To my nntaugfat heart it does seem, however, that if the ei}i< 



_.. emaa,use<l bia uffioe to i«Boh sectarian dactru6S,)ielKok< die 

law ; and If he served under the sysiem which he now condemuB, ae the Ixw ie> 
qiiiied, he is ihe last roan ihat should ihrow a stone at ihe Secretary. 

But 1 oMsi Dot be tedious, though I have more to say. I hope those who ko 
the danger will be active in averting it, and that those who have »o iajudicioasly 
attacked the precious palladiuDtof our civil and religious liberty, will repent, and 
do works meet for repeniaoce. Let those who wish to uudeistand the school 
system of Massachusetts, read the SecreLary'a letters, and atudy his kst Report, 
which providentially exposed ihe conspiracy that the letters will crush, if the cit^ 
izens of Massachusetts are true to their ancestors, themselves and their posterity. 

■WATCHMAN. 

The eleventh paper is an extract from the Westfield News Letter, which eoablea 
ua to see the opinion of the western section of the State upon this gieai matter. 
HON. HORACE MANN. 

We have recently perused the Tth Annual Report of the Board of Educatiqa, 
aad aldO, the most able and masterly Report of Mr. Mann, to the Board; and we 
hail it as an omen of brighter things, in the way of educatiooal improvement, that 
'•' our last Legislature have ordered a copy to be sent lo every school district in the 
Slate. For ourself, we wish thai every ciiizeo of the State, and of the Unioa, 
could be induced to procure, and read it ! We doubt not but dial, thereby, a great 
moral harvest wOula be reaped, and that our citizens would be stimulated lo new 
^fforts in this great cause. We notice with pleasure the proceedings of the town 
of Marblehead, in reference to the eSbrts of Mr. Mann. By a unanimous vote of 
the citizens of that town, au expression of their thanks for his services was ten- 
dered to him, as a token of their gratitude for his invaluable services. Wbila 
this vole must be pleasing to him, as a token that his labors have been apprecia-- 
ted it is no less honorable to the citizens of that enterprising town. In fact, to 
whom it honor more justly due, than to one who has done so much for the cause 
of otu- children '. We trust that this example will not be lost upon our citizens. 
It is chei!ring to an able and faithful public servant, to see that liis labors are ap- 

£reciated in one of the best of causes; and an expression ol' this kind will aiimu-- 
te him to new efibrls in the path of duly and usefulness. 
By the Report, we learn, that Mr. Mann has, at his own expen^, visited Eng- 
land, Ireland, Scotl^d, France, Prussia and other countries, for the purpose of 
learning their^modes of teaching — and, instead of coaipiliag a volume, for the 

.' copy-right of which be might have received a large sum, he has gratuitously dis- 
Bcrainated it among the people. But, a Report is too epbemeraT a fiirm for the 
preservationofworksof this kind; and we hope that Mr. Mann will take mea- 
sures to prepare a number of volumes, to constitute a portioa of that valuable 
work, now being pubhshed under the sanction of the Board, called the School 
Library. We know of no writer whose style and matter will be more useful, or 
more interesting. 

Since the above was written, our attention has been called lo a most unjust and 
illiberal article in the "Christian Witness," attacking the whole system of Educa- 
tion, and indirectly charing Mr. Mann with being the author of it. To this ar- 
ticle, Mr. Mann has replied in a long comotunicaiion of some three or four col- 
umns, in which be shows, to the satisfaction, as we should think, of any one, 
except perhaps a bigoted pathist, that the system of Education in Massachusetts ■. 
has grown up under the provisions of the Constitution, and has been since the 
very existence of our State Government, in accordance with the views and feel- 

I ings of the whole people. The system is in fact the boast of our land ! It has 
made the name of our Stale honored among the nations of the earth ; and even 
in England, the boasted land of our fathers, the people are striving to throw off 
the discouragements which an established religion, and a governmental establish- 
ment, favorable to a particular sect, have placed upon the dissemination of intelli- , 
eence, and to adopt the school system of Massachusetts. We cannot of course 
Know what was the motive lo induce this malicious and unfounded attack, — but 
imless we are mistaken, it was prompted by the notices in Mr. Mann's Eepqrt, 

^ of the evils consequent upon a system of Education in England, which sttBts out 
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eke toioh of knowledge from the poor, and kflbrdi its raj's oikl)' to a privileged 
ftw of tbe vast multiiude of English childf en. 

W« tiuitt recur to tbis-tniUeet in our neit ; and AM &a(l room for a candltl 
and able Tiidication of out BfthoolByMem, and- a high t(ib«te to the Seoretaiyt^ 

the Board, which has just a'ppeared in the Boston Daily Adveriiaer. 

The twelfth paper i» an extract from the BoBion Daily Adverriwr of April 8, 

1B44, and is the paper referred to in the last paragraph of No. 11. It is un^ 

derstood to be from the pen of a gentleman of high standing in this commimitf:. 

MR. MANN'S LETTER TO THE "CHRISTIAN WITNESS." 



Wilt you alio* me spaoe for a few remarks upon Mr. Mana'a letter to the 
Christian Witness, published in the Advertiser of the 4rh inst. I differ from Mr. 
Mann, Tery widely, in religiouB belief. But I cannot see the jostice or propriety 
of the censure cast upen him from some quertera ; and it seems to'me that cen- 
sure would be. withheld, if his cmduct ware not viewed through a distorting me- 
t dinm. It is right for all who Jtava profound conviciions of truth lo wish that 
others mi^t snare the light in which they rejoice. But it is not right, nor safe, 
nor kind, for any to insist that precisely what they think truth, and all of that, 
should be taught, or nothing. He must know bat little of the history or condi- 
tion ol the world, and have but little Cuth in the wisdom or goodness of Pnwidence, 
who does not find every where around him and in all the present as in all the 
past, an admonition lo do the good he can, and aid others in doing all the good 
that can bedone, without folding the hands in idleness or hardenii^ the heart with 
arif-Kwmplacent censure, because the good that can be done is not precisely that, 
in quantity or quality, which he deems best. The wisdom which is warm with 
love, accotomodateE itself lo existing possibilities and seeks to do whatever may 
be prscticable to-day, and hopes thereby to enlarge and elevate its sphere of ac- 
tion for to-morrow. The blessed sunshine Icwea to fill the sky and gladden the 
whole earth; but it loves also to penetrate the narrowest crevice, and contend 
with darkness though but by a single ray. And such is the spontaneous wish 
and efibrt of every heart which dees not give to some one of the many Ibrme in 
vrhich setf-love disguises itself, the holy name of ChariEy. 

We live in a Commonwealth where none have orcan have exclusive privil^es; 
and even they who do not sec that this is well, are compelled lo acknowledge the 
law of freedom and equality in matters of rdigious opinion and bflief. Whatev- 
er is to be done here under the authority of law aitd with (he aid of legislative 
enactment, must recognize this principle. Thns, our constitniion, our supreme ■ 
law, selects as its obj^ts only those tbings'which all persons ofeny religion agree 
to be good. And when the Legislature, deriving their powers irom (he same 
constitution which also directs and limits their aution, would provide for the in- 
struction of the whole people, (he choice must necessarily be made between those 
things which the constitution permi(a, — and nothing. Precisely this has been 
done ; and, in my judgment, the Legislature has done most wisely in determining 
to stand on the common ground, where all who call themselves Christians 
may find room to stand together and act together. This is really the only 
question at issue. That the Board of Education and their Secretarv do what (he 
law au(horizes and only that, none deny ; that the law itself conforms to the 
constitution is equally certain; the only remaining question is, whether the ob- 
jects which the constitution, true to its principles of freedom and equality, fevors 
are worthy the aid of good men and reiigious men. What are they? The words 
of the constitution quoted by Mr. Mann, answer this question ; — 

"The principles of piety, justice, and a sacred regard to truth, lore to their 
country, humanity and universal b«ievolence, sobriety, industry, and frugality, 
.» chastity, moderation, and temperance, and those other virtues which are me or- 
i^ment of society, and the basis upon which a republican constitution is founded." 
If, then. It becomes Masachusetls to do anything in the way of public instruc- 
tion, what else can it do, what more, what better thing can it do, than the very 
thing which it is doing in good earnest ? The effect of 'the present system is to 
enlarge the schools, provide for them more liberally, extend tbe time of instruc- 
tion, elevate tbe standard and improve the means of education, and bringit near- 
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er tba hearts of the people ai a tnbiect of rast impoitance ;— ttnd it eameetljr ea- 
coura^s tite iDtToductioD of the Bible ioto the sdiool-room. la all thisnotuiigf 
And can it be fo^otcea that the true queatioa ia between a STStem which does 
this, on the one hand, and, on the other, nothjho. For certain it ii, thai if this 
'■ sfBtem irere rejected, one less broad and general, and better adapted to satisfy 
any peculiar religious opinions, would be inadmissible and impossible. 

What religious man will say, it is not good to teach o* endesTDi to teach these 
things ; — that somethijig is not gained by such instruction or such endearor I 
And if it be answered by one oi another, that this iuatruciion can be eircn mote 
forcibly, if connected with distinct religious doctrines, — erery one will reply that 
this is so, if those doctrines were the true ones : but if every one were next call- 
ed on to say wtut are those true doctrines, he would answer, his own; and 
precisely because there is not any aathority competent to decide this question, 
thin instruction cannot be so connected. No majority Tote or influence would 
suffice, because — even if any majority could a^ree, which is not probable — it 
would only have the effect of depririn^ the nunority of all the benefit of the 
schools; and the object here must be universal instruction. It is to be remem- 
bered also, that there is noattempt to prevent other instruction at home or &om i 
the pulpit ; and every town may place its clergymen upon the school cominit- 
tees, and send them mto the schools to guard against sectarian error. 

This system, as it now exists and operates, is alike honorable and useful to the 
Commonwealth. That it is susceptible of improvement, no one denies. And if 
persons of decided religious opinions earnestly endeavor to make the public in- 
struction of the State more and more eHectnal in diffusing and enforcing those 
"principles of piety," (to use the words of the Constitution,] which tie at the 
foundation of all religion, this endeavor would be in strict accordance with out 
public policy, and none would have the right to blame it, and reh^^ui men of 
any sect or Mlief would always be at liberty to build upon this raundation, by 
their own means, what mi^ht seem to them ga|od. But this result will not be 
promoted by any attempt, direct or indirect, to violHie the foadamental principles 
of the Constitution under which we live. They who, in heart, would prefet that 
nothing should be taught, imless alt instruction is given by them and in their 
way, must go on and tiy to destroy a system which cannot be made the exclu- 
sive property of any. But, for iheir own sakes, it may be hoped that they will 
not m tneir zeal forget justice, and attack it on false pvuoda and by means of 
misrepresontations. 

What more can be done, or what better, as to the persons employed ? The 
Board has been selected with sreat care, and as it has always been acknowledge 
ed, with great impartiality. It the demon of party politics has knocked at the 
door, I believe it was never opened to him. Of the Secretary himself, I am al- 
most unwilling to speak as I think. Between him and myself, as I have already 
said, there exists the extremes! difference of religious doctrinB;and there is no 
personal iutimacv to affect my opinions; I judge ot his character only by his 
public doings and sayings. But I have observed his career for years. The Hos- 
pital at Worcester, a soujoe of boundless blessing, was more bis work than any 
other man's, and it is with difficulty 1 refrain from saying more of the vast good 
which his untiring benevolence and determined eneigy accomplished in building 
Mf that institution. In important public offices t have witnessed his unsurpassed 
devotion to duly ; and now all his houis and all his faculties are earnestly em- 
-' ' a the ^teat work of public education. He may continue to be assailed, 



time to time, as he has always been, by those who cannot be willing thaith* 
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{dftsof God should come to man, uoleaa tbey paw through the channels which 
itiev suppose themselves to hare sounded and ate therefore ready to sanction. But 
if all men were of this mind and mood, the plague of a greater than Egyptian 
darkness would be near us. Happily it is not so; and I hope he will go forward on 
his way of usefulness, cheered no less by the consciousness of good endeavors, 
than by the evidence ot succe*s, and strong in his own excellent purposes and 
in the sympathy of all who find in the good be seeks, an end which all good 
men may desire. T. P. 
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- TtisTUrteenth paper it mo, Extract from the ObMirer, puhtkbed in Salen^ 
Man. Th« piece leenis t« be editonal, end appeued .April 13, IS44. 
THE BOARD OP EDUCATION. 
We have more than oace eiprcsBed oui approbation of the Board rf Dduce- 
tioD. It consists, as is well known, of the Goremor, and gentlemen of different 
^eDominatiocis in religion, and diflereat parlies ld politics. This, we have ever 
TCttaided as one of its best features, as by it all cause for jealousy is remored. 
The Board was organized in 1337, since which time, very striting improvements 
hi^e been made in our C()mmon Schools. We ventare to affirm, after careful U 
obaeiTOiion, that more has been effected for the schools, through the impulse 
given to the cause of popular education by the Board, than under the old sy!<tem, 
would have beeu accomplished in a generation. We every where perceive an ^ 
increased attention to lae structure of school houses, and a demana for higher ' 
qualiGcations in teachers,— a greater interei't on the part of parents, and a more ^ 
general apprecialioa of the importance of education. 

..Our common schools are among the most valuable treasures of the people, and 
tike people owe manv thanks to the Board of Education for rendering them what 
dieyare. From the judicious course pursued by the Board, and tbe great good ac- 
compiiahed by their labors, and more especially by those of their indelatigabJe Sec- 
retary, Hon. Horace Maun, we have given them our entire confidence, and believe 
them worthy -he coahdence and co-operation of all who wiUi well to the common 
scbool system. We have, therefore, been surprised and pained to notice a viru- 
lent attack upon the Board and Itieir Secretary, in the "Christian Witness," pub- 
lished in Boston. This attack, so uncalled for, and ao bitter in its opjrit, hu 
drawn out an able reply from Mr. Mann. He meets the charfea of his BStailint 
frankly and fa rly, and shows that tbey are uiteriy destituteof foundation. 
(Some extracts from Mr. MS letter follow, but are here omitted.} p 

The Fourteenth paper consUts of two extracts from the Bay Stale Democrat, 
of Boston, which appeared at different dates, and seem to be Editorial. The 
first extract appeared April 3, IS44. 

THE CHRISTUN WITNESS tbbscs thb HON. HORACE MANN. 

We have been highly ediSed by the perusal in the Christiaa Wimms, an Epl»^ 
copal paper published m thiscity, of a communication from the Secretary of th« 
Boarder Education to the Editor of that paper. It seems that the ''witnem"' 
is fearful thaf the tendency of the operations of the Hon. Secretary, and of tbe 
~ " " ■ "'■"'. The U 



Bfnrd, is adverse to Christianiiy. The letter of Mr. Hann is one ef great ah^ 
tv, and fully vindicates the proceedings of the Board against certain intimations 
tfirown out by the ^itor df the "Witness," and by a correspondent of that psper^ 
that their tendency was to "undermine the fabric of Christianity." Mr, Mann ' 
shows that men of the strictest rdigious profession have been and are the most 
iafluentiai members of the Board, and that tbe amount of religious iastrueiion 
afforded by common st^oots, instead of being diminished by tbe eatabHshment of t 
the Board, has been very much increased. We regret that the length of his let- 
ter prevents as from presenting it to our readers. Our present purpose is to no- 
tice some of the comments of the Editor of the "Witness" upon the letter, in 
which views are presented that demand notice. 

W'th respect to the religions belief and' standing of the original or pteteot 
members of the Board of Education, the editor appears to think mat the Secretn- 
ry has done tbem no more than justice, andyethe is rnite wilHng to have the 
reader infer that they have allowea themselves to be merely passive agentsiu the 
hands of Mr. Uann, or of others, who originated the system which tbe Board 



hare adopted. If he allows them any standing whatever, it is an insult to sup- 

tose that they are mere tools ; and if he allows them talrat with honest motives, 
e is very modest, to say the least, to doubt their ability tojudge between secta- 
rianism and the fundamental (Hinciples of Christianity. Sver since the otsaai- 
zation of the Board, we believe that a maji^ty of its members hare been of the , 
eribodox'denominetions, and it ia a very smgulsr &ct, if tbey havcfaean du]^* 
into measures tending to infideliix> *»••«» 

We suppose the correspondent of the "WitnMs" to be noneoiher tkan the JJon. 
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EVinrd A; Ifewfen, ow oPOov-. Brig^s bmomHe Coaacfl^wlm mnvei in kit 
V Bcid of duty an jr. the "Chiirrii of EaglBjiil" vraa priut to cnmtioa ; Mtl Aat CMie' 
dun had only to conform to the m(ui$itionB ofiuBubopf (o be ju^t right. 

We repeat. lb«t we iniend no ridicule upon this highly respectable sect— but 
QD the cpatrary, would defend it froui such friends. ' It is isade dp of some of 
our ablest aud most useful citizens, and it is a duly which iheyowe to themselres 
lo disclnim such supporters. If we are rightly informed, the same gentleman 
declared nol a great while since [hat "the rich cou^dpay fo'the education of their 
^ own cbildreD, and [he pot>i might take care of themselves !" 

Is suoh a man ealcuTaied to promote the success of our free iostif tions? Is 
such a man ti> have serious supporter^ in his belief, or in [tie practice of Iiis prin- 
i^ples? We irusi not ; not even from his owi sect. The soil of Engl.ind is 
beUer suited to his views, where millions of im nortal souls are permitted to ei- 
ist without conmon insiruction, anil the Church to swallow up the nntional 
means, that it may perpetua[e the thraldom of the mind.. He would probably 
bold up both hands, were he so situated, to vote for money lo sustain the Estab- 
Ushe.1 Church in England, ihe anngal incom« of whose iwemy-seven Archbish- 
ops and Bishops is over fourteen millions of dollar*. Poriunaie is it for [he cause 
of education thai be ie no lunger a member of the Board, andna cr&dit uf ibe 
StAte that be is a member of the Exccu.iv.: Council. 

THE CHRISTtAIf WITNESS AGAIN. 
We have, just been ragaled by a precious aiticle in the "Christian Wit- 
ness" of last weeli, signed -'E..A. N<.," in, reference to the Massachusetts Eoard. 
of Education, aod our Couinoii School Sysiein. This ai[icle is in fact, a. con- 
tifuuiMft of the coiatroversy between Mr. Mana and the Witness — and as 
true watchmen, set tu giunl the lihecties of the people, wc feel bound to no- 

U waa surfed ^oie, that "E. A. N.," or Uoa- E. A. Newton, member of 
Governor Briggs's Council, was ihe originator of ibis controversy — and we made 
our former remarks upon the assumption. It appears ihat we were correct, in- 
asmuch as he siffns his initials to the article under consideration. 

Perhaps we ought not to express astonishment at aay thing which this g«nlle- 
man showd pcapoje for the adoptiui of our people, with respect to schools, since 
Jw ha« declared that "the rich can edueaxe thetr own children, and let the poor, 
£ak&«w«'Of themselves." Besid^ Mr. Newion is nota natire of this couniiv— ■ 
tad tve h«?e no cauM to complain of bim^not that he loves America less, but- 
Sf^^odiMs^. We, however, have, a right to ask why such a geiLtlemaix 
abould be chosbh to the Council of this Commonwealth ! We do not' even 
Irish lo-doubi the motives , of the geDtleman, any more .thfi:^ we would doubt. 
tbi» inotiTBS of the Duke of WeiliDgton &r his conservative prmciples. We can 
naLy say that kueh men are not of oiu. choice, either to propose or to execute the 
Ubiirai laws of QUI Iree.couDUy. 

TlucoujiSe of duty m the panof AIi. Mann, and of the Board, is plain and, 
o^n.} Eind to fai at we know, they have independently pursued that course.—' 
TtwK have beea no "lai^eniouR r^soria," no "perversions" of law, to ai^wer pri- 
vate views. Every act of Air. Mann and of the Board bae been in strict accordaoca 
vitb the statutes of the Commonwealth.; and we more than suspect that this it 
the most grievous ufience of which iheevemieBof the Board complain. Thesys- 
iQfn ift B0n «iecui0d aocardiqi^ to law, and sectarian violatioan of law cannot ba 
permitted [o pass with impunity. ***** 

Inardet tojtt^e of Mj. Newton's unffuJar article, the leader must wruse it 
entire. It haa the remaikable feature of professedly relying upon its weaknesse*, 
anrt the au[hor does pot teem to he aware of the nature of man, or of our free io- 
ttitutioBS. He certainly cairaot be regarded as otherwise than honest, because 
if be were e^nscious of ibc real position which he has assumed, his Gist wish 
would be lo find a hbdinp;. place. His obvtaas absurdities are quite in favoiofhia 
iategriiy. We tbouU like to see this oorraepondence put joio shape for ciKula* 
tiftB. It u ua imponutt luttjeoi, mi s<v^ deouneaM- ougbt, to be printed in a. 
permanent form. 

.mt 20, U44 ... ' 
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Tlic.FJA«smhpap4ri*a« Extract fraw the £v«jiiDg GaaBtte,fi)blMl)4ed.ni Sm- 
■Ob. li appears io:fae Ediiorial and is dated Ai<tiM!J, I£i44. . . 

THE COMMON SCHOOLS. 
We publish to-day siwiber ktrer of the Secretary at ibe Board of Rducaiion on 
the subject of the late atiacfc upon [he Public School System by the ualucky "Wii,- 
sese,'' who, in an evil hour, hone false lestimnoy agniui t ihe influence »f ine Vtep 
Sdinoli of Massachusetis. The Leiler tve published lasi week was a reply to 
the ill-advised coriespoodent of he Witness, wlio commenced the attack; lh« 

Er«$ent Letter is a reply [o the remarks of the Editor hitnself io defence of ihe 
igolry of his correspondetit and iti exhibition of his own. We hope we shall not 
be su'peeted of any nnibiiioo to perpetrate a pun optui this serwHis sabject, wheo 
we aa^ Aat Ihe teeouil l.eller of the Secretary ia a Marm-fiil ilefeoce out of bito* 
•eJf, foi he does not ap^ar in it, but of that eystem which has made old Massa- 
chusetts, ftodhleas t>er ! the first Stale in ibe Union In every essential ingredient 
of iriie greatne-s. It was a great mistake of ibe Witness to suppose that ihfe 
Bottrd of Education had originated the phn of our Common Schoi^s. A j^snce 
■at ike act whiiih establidied tbe Board would, have prereated the mistake, lor it) 
i«TT»s are, 

'■The Board of Education shall prepare and lay before the Legislature in ji 
prinled form, rninvtully, an abstract nf tte Sehool Returns received by the Secre- 
tary of the CumtiKHiwealih;-^nd t^ said Board mayeppoiM their o«n Secr^- , 
tarv, who shall, under the direction of the Beird, willed inrOTmatiuBof the bcib- 
al coadition and etiiciency of the Common Sdiools, and wher tneans of popstac 
educoTion aiHl di4ni«e as widely as poseiUle tfareustiout erery pari«f rhe Coo^■ 
nMmweatni information of ihe must apftoved meihods of managing the stvdiee 
and condoeiin^ the educa-liioD «f the young, to die 'end ifaat al^ children in 
ihis CommoBWealih, who depend upoa Commod fichooia for ioati^ictiDii, may 
fasve the best edncatioo wbich those BciMols can be made Ut impart. Tbe BoohI 
aT Education annually Khali m*.kea detailed Report to ihe Le^latnte df all iis 
doiugs, with such observmiions at their expt<i«ot« and refteciian may aa^ eat, 
upon the condition and efSciency of our sys:em of popular. ednoation, antJ ibe 
flK»I practii'.alile means of improving and exteoding it." 

Tbe ayme™ wjs that of our aooeiiori imprOTcd, but in its maiti f rincipleB essee- 
^lly MBcfaanged whoa the Bonrd was >established. The SeKrecuv. wnder ihe di- 
.reetiuD of tbe Board, had for cii successive yea-rs, mads Annual tteporis, distin- 
guished fw their enlarged views and prst»ica1 tendency ;iie had visited every part 
of the State ; was acquainted not only with wba.t we had, but what we wanted; 
-and, thee, with his heart in the worii, he embarKed for Europe, to seek ohi, aad 
-brio^ home, sll ihat could be of service to his aative Siaie. The fesuJi of bis 
visit is contained in the serenih Report presented )o tbe Legislature at its late 
tseisian, and published also' in the Common Scheol Jmrnal. Tbis reinarliahle 

froduciion, and the other practical infurmalion which make the Common Sthoal 
Ditrnnl of this year the most itnportani volume thaihaa issued from ihe-presefor 
-■iBnv a year, is a rich fultilmeut of ihe hopes'and expectntionsef those friends of 
-mankind, who created tbe Board, defined its duJet, and. what was all imporiaM, 
prevailed upoti lihe Secretary to forego the iionors and ihe ease in hisposBeasion, 
to wbmit.io ihe drudgery aad scrvimde of an office, whose ohjeet, it seems, even 
-at the end of seven fears, is laisandt^slDDd and ungiatefully, if not maliciously, 
vlirepresented. . . : .' 

He has done his duty. Hon £iT the Legialnare^&iled Io do tbeirt in refuaing 
no aid biminsenilioE th«rinfDiuuaii«a to ihe Did irteis, after irqni ring him "to col- 
lect informatioa efiheaoMBieantlitiwi afihe Common Schools end eiher. mean 
of popul.-ir education, and iDiditlute.aa widely aa posnible throagbuat evwy part 
of liie Gomrooivwealih iatbntution ot the most improred metfaods of arranging 
tbe Hiudies and eonductug liw ediiDaiioaot' the yomg," h is not -for ns toaay, 
but we have often wondered iwbether tbev expected tbe l^ecrctaiy, wbo biikI 
bare spent twine his salnry in ohiaining the hdiirmaiiim, aad who laid it fiecJy 
ai their feet, to'payialso.'far diffusingiit. , .i - . 

We^soi aorrtinnit ,u]toa .the letter. didpuee puhliah t«>4hyv '■■■'aMM ic-'apoaks 
-fa.i(*rif;-aDd- willbs maiaruoDd^ wiiboatcoiiimanL It is now apparant ihat the 
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moD Beliools, were'eitberwretctiedlj'igMTaat oftlie trae and only prineiplea on 
which public iasiructioa can be for a rooineiit maintained, and .btinily were pn^ 
paring for ihe destruction of our schools what was intendeil to improve them, or 
«lse iney wickedly meditated a blow, which, had it not been so efiectually par^ 
ried, would haTe saved the aristocracy of our yaaag republic from the eniel ne- 
cessity of studying to keep in advance of the vutgar; and have ^ieMed those chitrcb- 
esibat thrive oest in the dark, from the danger of the general ilhrmination, which 
is hastening ou with accelerated speed through the extrtjoDs of the Board of Ed- 
ucation and their indefatigable Secretary. 

. The Sixteenth paper consisLs of two Extracts from the National Mgia, publisb- 
<d in Woreester. The pieces appeared as CommunicatiouB, April 3, and May 29, 
1344. The initials of A. D. F. indicate a writer who stands high in the respect 
and confidence ol the people of Massachuse(ts, the Hon. Alfred D. Foster. As 
the seeond piece is addressed to £. A. N. it it uodoubtedly intended as a reply to 
to the communication of E. A. Newton, £tq., which forms No. 8 of this series. 
We copy the secondextractfrom the Boston Courier, with the Editor's Introduction. 
THE BOARD OF EDUCATION— ITS SECRETARY— "THE WITNESS." 
In a paragTsph of two lines, in a late pepvr, you recommended "The Episco- 
pal Witness and Church Advocate" to (bose who deaire to know the opinions 
of that denomination of Christians, for whom it speaks. It ia well to kAovr the 
■entiments -of our neighbors, on subjects of common interest, on which we are 
called to act tocher. . And I have looked Into several numb«>rs of that paper, 
with much cunosity, to tee the views presented io regard to Conmoa School^ 
the Board of Education, and their Secretary. The views taken are such as I 
should be sorry to have eadorsed by so respectable authority as the Editor of the 

'^gis, because they tend to introduce into the manageinent of the schools topics 
of controversy, on sobjiecis which never fail to enlist the feelings of parties in the 

'Stron^st manner. 

The ground taken by the Board of Education and their Secretary, aa I under- 
. -stand it, is this. The Common School is the common propertr (^ the whcrie peo- 



ple, of every name and denomioatioa in religion and politics. There, all stand 
-on one level, with equal rights, equal privileges, equal reiponsibiliiies. There, 
is to be taii^t, td the ezleni to which the pecple are willing to pay for it, every 



^on and morals as arecontmoD to all Cbrisitans, The peculiarities of any dsDom- 
inattou, whether in respect to church government and discipline, or to doctrine, 
they uaderstand as embraced in the term "sectarian," and excluded by the lawi 
of the Oommonwealth. 

Tht '-Witness" regards this as no belter than upholding and teaching infidelity, 
because morals cannot be truly taught, without connecting Ihtaa with the ''tloc- 
.trines of grrce," as held by Christians of the "orthodox evangelical" denomiua- 
tioas, — the term "seciaiian" does not embtace those doctrines, but tmly the pfr> 
evliar forms of church government and discipline, and of administerins theonli- 
■ oatices. And the "Witness" calls upon the "Orthodox" to look after these mat- 
ters, and see Io it that iheir faith he taught in the schools, and not imdeiminedby 
the inudibua oourse of the Board and tbeir< Secretary. 

I have not attempted to use the languageof either the Board, the 8«cretarr,.oc 

the Witness, but, in my own, fairly to state their respective positions. 

Now let US look at the subject, a moment, in its practical beatings. 

1 am, 6a, a decided believer in the "doctrines of ^race," as held by orthodox 

fivsngelical Christians. In ihem, to me, are the ^nt and life of the Gospel— on 

' their truth, rest mv hopes of Heaven. I must teach them to my chiMren, for, in 

my opinion, it is throitgh love and obedience to them that my children, as wdl 

as 1, must be saved, if daved at all. But-iiare I a right to insist, that. they shall 

: be ^aught to my children, in a school- supported by me, only in common with 

those whose faith i* different from, miiM, and t» whom my faith is both tt •turn* 

*>bluig'UQolt And fbotiibiutftl' Isurjio- °ftd T *hip*T ibf IftWt- f^ i n'WmflnifipW 
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«ar,-and should coptinne to say, mo. Uy next door neif^ibor feeli a ^sep intei- 
est la ibe cause of Common School Educaiion ; he is active in promoting it ; he 
pays as much toward it as I do; (though [his last circumstance is of no conse- 
queoce.) he desires good morale to be taught, and oaiiv of llie great religious 
truths which I hold; but tlie Triiuiy, man's depiavity, tne atonement, spiritual 
regeneration, to me realities of reTelatibn or of consciousness, are to him, not 
- trmlja but imaginations. I ^fish we mi^ht see eye to eye — I may properly, with 
kindness, show him my reasons for my taith and urge uera upon bim ; but I d? 
not feel any more that I have a right to compel bim 10 have his children taught 
those docirmes, in school, thai), thai be has a right to compelme tobE^Temy cbild- 
rea taught the doctrines of Socinus, which I regard as wholly unsupported by 
^ scripture and feebly by reasoiitng. What then can we do ? We can meet where 
^ihe Constilution and the laws alTdw us, oo all common ground. Where we dif- 
fer, we can peaceably separate and teach our children, or procure them to be 
taught, what we believe to be religious truth. The means are at hand, in our 
families; in Sunday Schools, from the pulpii. This. I thin t, we ought 10 do. 
And, when so much is to be done, which all agree in thinking desirable, 1 regret, 
exceedingly, that obstacles should be thrown in die way of doing it, because our 
own religious views cannot be taught. Such seems to me the effect of a course 
Ube that of the "Witness." ' 

The Board of Education asd its Secretary are earnestly endeavorln"^ tO' do a 
Jieat and good work for the people, bv stirring up the people to act for ibem- 
aelvea, wisely and energetically. A debt of gratitude is due 10 those gentlemen 
for the results of their labors thns far— seen as those results are, in improved 
school houses, in the increased amount of money raised for schools, in the inter- 
est felt in them, and in this very opposition to the course they are pursuing. 
While the schools were running down in houses, instruction, and morale, who 
raised an alarm for their orthodoicy ? Now that they Are coming up, let na help, 
not hinder their progress, and have no fears thai sound leanuBg, good morals, or 
good maimers will lead to heresy or spripg from it. A. D. F. 

OUB COMMON SCHOOLS. 
The following arricle aweared in the National £^» of Wednesday last, and 
we take pleasure' in transferring it to our columns. It will-be perceived by the 
initial letters whichdesignaie the writer and the person be addresses, that it 
is written by Alfred D. Foster of Worcester, — s member of the GovemM's 
'Council, a most estimable citizen, and ^ne of that sect of Christians, call- 
ed, by way of distinction, orihodos,— to Edward A. Newton, an Episcopalian, 
who has recently written himself into notoriety by his libels on the Board of £du- 
cetiou, and especially on its' Secretary; — 
To"E. A.N.'' 

My Dear Sir, — I Chatlk you for sending me the number of the Episcopal Wit- 
ness, for May IT, which contains Tour oommunicatim respecting the Board of 
'Education and the Common Schools of Maiisachusetts. I readily accord' 10 you 
Ibe purest motives, and really suppose you desire only to eonieod for truth. I 
ought to believe (his, if I may judge from the very pleasant acquaintance aUd in- 
tercourse 1 have had with you ; and so far as the great doctrines of the Gospel 
are concerned, I do not suppose that we differ as to what is truth or its imfKir- 
laoce. Bui yon or I err greatly as to the manner of advancing the truth through 
Common Schools. 

if yoQ are right, then our Common Schools must become the battle-ground rf ^ 
tranm» sects, eadi fighting to advance ha own viMre, for the reason, that except 
those views prevail, all that is learned wiH b« useless if not positively injurious. 

If I am right, tbeo we may find in our Common Schools one blessed spot which ^ 
is liulr neatral ground, where each sect may lay aside its weapons of offence, '^ 
tndalldrink together from fonntainscHr knowledge refreshing 10 the soul, though 
they do not sanctify it. 

ir you are right, then ignorance iebettcr than knowledge uilcombinM with our 
peculiar views of religious doctrine. j 

' If ! km rig^t, ignorance n never betur than knowledge, aBT«4ieT«, nor with 



my retieious opinioni. 



n-iu7>b».w-TCdi«l, that it M^ 



never le TCtnortd. 'Batumi bdienl^t. art* nuth are near BattttrtWr.'Ifcrt 
disposed to aak yoar atwncJoD to « ftW remarks.' I beg, howcrer, i6 8*7-,' Ihat I 
do not intend te cniMvpresent your views in the-haet. Ff I understand' yiMir p^ 
eitioD, it is that you are hostile to what you regardasa perrewmiJf the ''aneient 
design and tisane" of the sy-siem of Common Schol)ls,■byescludi(lg^'[Wn them the 
learning of itocrrinea peculiar to any sect of Christians, In other words, the es* 
celleni* of that system was foumled upon insirireiioo io ihe diicttwwof the Cate- 
chism. I admil the importance of those doctrines. I teach them lo-tDy cbiltoa, 
and wish others to do the s»ine 10 theirs ; but if they object to that itadring. the 
responsibility is theirs, and I hase no right 10 inierfert brtweeo (Iiem'and their 
Ghi!dl?n, 

Times change and men change with them. Our Purilan Fathers left their 
country for freedom to worship God as ihey pleased, and in their new country, 
they eicluded from civil rights all who did not believe with them. Nor is it wi-n- 
derful that they thought themselves jusiiGei] in taking such ground, after all they 
liad suffered to gain a place in ibe wilderness. Sut oeiihet ihey not their de- 
scendants would take that grouBd now, for the excelleQl reason that persecution 
never can justify persecution. 

So, when all were agreed in causing orthodox diictrinea tobe taught to their 
ehfildrea toother in the ad^is, it was well. Bat when eay who auppuri these 
ackeola rise aiul'ohject to that lencbing aa infringing upon ih«ir rights of coo- 
science, who can justify iia coDiiauBuoe ? Youoeriainly will not do ir, ifyou te- 
/ ^atd the operation of the principle, for it might be carri«l to forma of worabin aa 
well at doeirioes of betiel, with equal propriety. In any owoatKunity, now, where 
all the iohabiiantt of ascfaooldisirict dedire to have ortboiktK doctrines I an gbt, 
it ii oot probable any one would interfere to- prevent its bei'ig done. 1 t^uppose 
ibe la<r» design oaly .topKKi«i the rights of-conseionee, aadl'sr n)yi>ari,<i believe 
tliat the OTCboJes n«ed laat prolection (mite.aa macli as any class. 

Per.haps you may be right io aitriboiing to the influence of UoTiBriaUB ^e&d, 
that a provision was introduced into the statute of 1826, that "tbe school com- 
mittees shall never direct to be purchased or asetlinany of tbe town schools any 
tchool booha which at% calculated 10 fSTor (be tenets of asy partioiilar aect of 
diridlianB.'' Bui you have uiMiuuhtedly nolioed, that, prior f' liie passage ot that 
tlaiuie, there was no provi^n made in regard to books being prescribed for nm 
in the achouls, or parents being obli^d to furnish Ihrni. Prior to that lime, 
. teachers introduced such buoks as ilrey clio^e, and what were introduced one year 
were oftca disapproved I ough not turned out of school ihe nest year, aad thus a 
variety of text booke, if noihiog more, becaiDe very inconvenient. There is too 
great variety now ; but it was to remedy that evil, that the auiliority (e prescribe 
the bookd to be used was given to tbe cnmmittee, and 10 prevent their aboae of 
.(be 'aaiherity. that the pMnibiiion quoted waa inirodueed. It seems to me quilo 
as likely, and quite as rnuch designed to protect tbe orihodnxas any other denoia- 
inations from encruachmeDi, since their opponents would be -as miwb ^i^powd v> 
introduce books ibooKien to ibeiD,os they weuld be 10 introduce ih»8e obooK- 
ious to their Dp))OBenia. 

Aa 10 the inierprecati'n of the statute by the Bo >Td of Education, allow me tp 
.ia^ire when Ihey hare ever claimed any other right of interpieiinf it than every 
citizei has, or what authority they have had or attempted 10 esercve in the mat- 
ter ? ir their opinions are respected, when they interpret a staroie or BM>rove B 
boobj it ta because the members are men whoae opiniooa, dellbeiateiy fxpreased, 
■ftre respected, whether in or out of offioe. jast as yaur opinions «r mlae would be 
respected, by ibo* who know us, in proportion to (he respect they have for our 
ability and noneaty ia aiviag tbrm. If tbe Board have claimed any oihei author- 
ity, I have not heard of it, except aa it haa been ini<iaHated or awerted hy ibek 
opponenta that ibey hare done so. A aiogle/acf in proof oFh haa nevet tmne 10 
my knowledge. 

Why ifhould it be »o offiMnire, that ib»y rdeommcitd a series of Jtbn^ bofka, 

and that it should be requisite to the admission of atook on their linl that «ve^ 

^ 'tnemberabouldapprtweefib) Tbw,8ppr»falcompalaiiobody«»ioy tbe booh-, 

nor hinders any'bodv, whether individuals or committees from bttyiog angirOMMr 

teaks. . Jt JMyiwtiMdctt m-ctu^itere iw<# to<«Mtf «^^ 



,.Googic 



« 



by ihe Boanl. Jumkb tboip irbo purchue Sunday School LibrsrieB fiaJ givat 
TOlipt itt' the msorance tbat tbey ami/ mijl the *ppnTiilaf:ibe ooininitteB dpub- 
]t««iinn in ttw vnnmy wImn« publicHtioBa they prapoae to haf. Btit any law, ^ 
obh^og dunicti or individuati to purcbaie ccTtaiii book* {at sohod diBtrici libia- 
ries, wouU be op|iD]ed to the lighti whiah [ sappaae are anil onzht to be posMS- 
sed, nor do I bsltere a li^hl to tliccate has evei been chimed or niought'of by aof 
one coaaKted with the Board. In regard to the books aleeady. approved, I am 
not aware that the editoti) have been charged with iojuriously muttlaiinK ibem. 
Iti oae book ( ain sure that diMiactly Orthodox views are retained, though ii was 
edited by a Unu;iriaD minister, atid passed under the revision of the lepresema- 
tiTesoftlie several opinions held among- the members of the Board, 

Now it does appea.-tonie to be a little uareatotuible to btametheBoaTdoT Ed- 
ucation- fbr couaag a teiies of book^to be published, which, shall hive real merit, 
«Dd which sny mau niay feel safe in putting into the haada of his children, though 
he knows they will not teach his cherished and peculiar viewsof religion. It is no 
«nall ihinE, id these days of che'p publicatiort-", when the press pours forth such 
tbrrMCs 01 vile trash, tbKoae aan'Say«£a serteaofbcoka^tfaevrii DO ham) in 
tbehi. ' F« nwie Dity be aaid of those sanctioaed. by the Board aa they embrace 
standird woika kiown to be such. Ifii rolloweJ that no other books were air 
lowed to be houehi or read, or that there was any legal obligation to buy these, 
it would be very different from the preseitt case, and yonr ensures would \ie 
more than justilied. 

I will not follow your remarks upon the evils of a Common School Joamal and 
Seminaries for Teadiers. Your censure of them, also, is on the saine ground with 
that of books and. taachingi. Those who approve your views in one case, will 
probably approve them in all the points you touch, unlesa it b« ibe assMtioa that 
"thefrieada of the Secretary andiheBoBrilof Educatipa are endeavoring (o con vey- 
the impression, that, upon his exeiiibiis, mainly depend the existence and prat 
perity of our CoDimoo Schools." It is sin^lar thai we should see and hear eodif- 
ferenily. X never beard such a sentiment intimated from any quarter before. Many 
ba,ve I heard express approval and admiration at what the Secretary has doue 
and is doing for the schools — none, that on him "depended their existence." Ma- 
ny have Iheard.say thai his eieilions advanced their ' ■prosperity, 'V none, that ihey 
would probably ceaae to prosper without his exertions. 

The Secretary's power, and that of the Bo.ird, is nothing except the power of 
mind, information and character; bow then can it be called "central," "all-ab- %/ 
sorbing," "anti-republican in all its hearings and tendencies, and adapted lo Euro- 
pean despotisms, but not wanted liere." If the people have the intelligence 
which all who address them boast that they have, it sema to me the "central," 
"all-absorbing," * 'a nti- republican" power of ''collecling mtorm^tion of the act^ 
condidon anaefficiency of the Cominon Schools and other means of popular ed- 
ucation, and diffusing as widely as possible, throughout the Commonwealth, ii>- 
formation of the most approvea and successful methods of arranging the studiea 
and ocnducting the education of the young, to the end that ail the ch^dren in thia 
Com nwn wealth, who depend upon Common Schools for instruction, may have 
the best education which those schools can he made to imjiart," need not be great- 
ly feared. And the man or men authorized to do, and doing this, I contetd, are 
not "wholly useless and burdensome," whatever objecti ns may be made to them 
because they do. not seek primarily to promote the views of religion which I hold. 
jpost dear. 

The fundamental principle of our government is equality of rights and privile- 
ges, and no system can prosper which is at variance with (bat principle. We 
may cherish and promote our own views so far as is consistent with that, and no 
further. 

I can meet you in the Bible and Tract Society, and in iho Suodajr School Union 
— the only religious associations left us in common — and there strive to promote 
(he extension ol those views of religious truth we hold alike ; but for u.« to sb» 
those views must be taught in the Common Schools, is to take like ground wita 
those who ref>^ to associate with Unitarians in distributing tbe Bible, or to as- 
sist in establishing Sunday Schools, except on the basis of sprinkling or immer- 
aioa a* .the uue baptism. I rejoice thst the time has not yet come wbea there 



Sehoolt. It has been a pleasuie to mn to aHBociBia with ray nei^hbon, of varioofl 
' ioiiB, in mutual endeBVon to ptomate the piorperitr of our schools.' 1 haTe 
> it for ten Fears in iiaicoiHiy, and I uust Uie evil dap maf be far off when , 



cfen be no umon among different eecti boMing the same fcndaraental trathi. I 
■hall mourn if the time ever ccxues, when tbe attempt to compel ochen to atud? or 
receive the truth* most dear to aa, thall be an a{^le c/ discord in our Common 
School!. 
opinions, 

done it ft 

that harmony snail end. 

lam, with great lespeai, A.D. F. 

The Seventeenth paper is a letter from Satnuel M. Bumside, Esq., of Worces- 
ter, addressed to Mr. Mann in conaequence of tbe letter of Mr. Nev ton, which. 
consUtUief lHo. 3 of our series. It will be teea diat Mr. B. drafted the law of 
• 1S27, which forms the basin of Mr. Newton's attack upon the Board and its 
Secretary; and, even if Dot corroborated by the testimony of the Hon. Mr. Wash- 
hnm, it would for ever put to rest the very renuukable awenions of Mr. Newton, 
thar "no one ihoDgfct much of the enactment of this law until the establishment 
of the Board of Education, ten years afterward ;" that, "It was not constTued to 
ifiean the excluding of religious teaching in the great doctrines of the gospel," 
and that "it was inteipieted to mean tbe exclusion of ecclesiastical systems of 
church government and discipline." 



Sir, — 1 have noticed in ihe "Christian "Witnefrs and Church Advocate" of the 
17lh ult.,a comraunication on "Oui Common Schools," under tbe si^ainT;of 
E. A. N. 1 had DO difficulty in recognizing, as the author, Hon. Edward A. 
Newton, of Pittgfield, a member of the Ksecuiive Council, and formerly a mem- 
ber of the Board of EducatioD, which, together with its Secretary, he now attacks 
with unsparing acrimony. The article abounds in errors, and wrong statements, 
the result, I wijhld chantablyhope, of mere inadvertence, fori canhardl^ believe 
Ihat a man of his intelliaence, and experience in public affairs, can be ignorant 
on the subject upon whicn he writes. One of his errors, more important than all 
the others, I feel myself able 10 correct, from personal knowledge; and to this 
one error want of time compels me principally to confine myself. I deem it but 
common justiee to you and the public, that I should do this, althoagh it is far from 
ipypurpose to become a party to any cdntroversy. t/lT. Newtoa quoted tbe 23d 
s^-tiOn of tbeschooi'law, as it stands in the Revised Statutes, passed in th^ wiA- 
, ter session of 1827— viz.— "The school committees shall never direct to be pur- 
chased or used, in any of the town schools, any school books which are calcula- 
ted lofavor the tenets of any particular sect of Christians," and adds, "No one f 
<hou^t much of this ennciment. Until the establishment of the Board of Ednca- 
aon, ten years afterward. It was not construed to mean the excluding of reli- 
gious teaching in the great doctrines of the gospel ; this had giveil no offence Ibr 
wo hundred years to the religious denominations making together the great body 
Df the people ; it was interpreted to mean, if to be operative, the exclusion of ec- 
desiastical systems of church government and discipline, but as these had never 
teen obtruded so as to disturb the public repose, no danger was apprehended from 
them, and religious teaching, as here understood, coutisued to be practised in our 
schools." 

Now, sir, it happened to me to take some part in the passage of that Act. I 
was a member of^ihe Legislature of 1 S26— 7, ami was a member <^ the Staoding- 
Commitlec of the House on rhe Judiciary. 

I attended, howeter, ihe meetings of the Committee on Education, as regular- 
ly as any of its members, for I entered the Legislature, feeling more interest in 
our common schools, than in the deliberations of the committee to which I be- 
longed. I had hoped to be appointed on the Committee on Education, but the 
^;>^er having assigned me a different place, I was kindly isvited to aH them 
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ia the discharge of their duties. At their request, I drew the bill almost in the 
'very words, in which the Iwr stands expressed. I think it did not vary in any 
essential point. The sectioo in question stands in its esact origihal language. 
At their request, I explained and defended its principles, mth their aid, on ilg 
passage through the House ; and my own solicitude for its success led me to 
watch its proeresB through the Senate. I hare not at hand the names of the 
gentlemen who composeo the committee, but I well remember that Oliver Hold- 
en, £sq., wham I had lone known before, was an active laborer and devoted 
member. He might well be called ultra orthodox, and I think a majority of the 
committee were in that connection, but of this I am not confident. But, on no 
occasion when I was present, did a single word fall from the lips of any one, in- 
dicating the chnstian sect to which he belonged. The bill was cordially and 
unanimously approved by them, reported to lhe House, where it imderwent a 
discussion of several days, and finally passed, almost if Aot quite unanimously, 
wiihno, or very few, materia] alterations. Now, sir, if the construction Mr. 
Newton puts on the 23d section did not oriffinate with him, I am quite sure 
that no individual of that Legislature would then have claimed the honor of its 
inrention. 

The committee did not imderstond that any doctrines of dogmatic theology had y 
been taught in our schools for many years — they were all of opinion that suck 
doctrines ought to be excluded — that our schools could not otherwise be sustain- 
ed — that the schoolroom should never become ihe battle eround of polemic com- 
batants—they considered the L3ih article of our Bill of Bights as limiting the extent 
of the religious instruction to be given in our schools — and the 7th section of the 
bill was intended to conform to it. 

Then the 33d section of the bill wasdeemed necessary, and was introduced on- 
ly to limit, or lathei to accommodate, the books to be used, in iheii moral and 
• jeligious character, in the topics of instruction required by the 7th section : — for 
UtJoa the ground presented by lhe section it was believed all sects of christians 
might waJk harmoniously toother— and that children and youth would be well 
fittid, by such instruction, to judge for themselves, in after life, what system of 
disputeddocirines was best entitled to belief. The idea of Mi. Newton that the 
23a section was "intended to mean the exclusion of ecclesiastical systems of 
church government and discipline," is without foundation — such a notion, 1 am 
sure, never once entered the mind of any individual of (he committee, or of either 
branch of the Legislature. I know the bill was universally understood as ex- ». 
eluding doctrinal subjects of dogmatic theology, and that no other portion of it 
met with so much favor as this. Not a word was uttered against it. It was 
not considered as altering the system of popular iustraction, but as legalizing it, 
as it was understood to exist ; for, as I before said, it was not believed that con- 
uoverted doctrines were then tau^t, certainly not, where they were object- 

1 take pleasure in saying that Hon. Emery Washburn,* a distinguished profes- 
sional gentleman of this place, was also a member of the House of Representa^ 
.tives in 1826 — 7.' He manifested then, as he has ever since, a deep interest in 
popular education, took a leading part in the discussions which arose upon the ' 
passage of this bill, and broug'ht to its support all the energies of his mind, and 
the powers of his eloquence, and of him, it might be said, "non fuit ullus ampli- 
or." Mr. Washbum was then, and still is, attached to the orthodox denomina- 
tion. I am authorized by him to say, his recollection of the ori^, progress, 
principles, construction and final passage of the bil I, agrees with mine, as I have 
here stated it. 

Noris the suggestion true, of Mr. N., that "religious teaching" continued to ^ 
be practised. Ever since the passage of the law, I nave been intimately acquaint- 
ed with the schools in this town — and, excepting; a few years, have been always 
a somewhat active member of the town committee, ana of our central board of 
overseers. These committees and boards have embraced all the Protestant clergy- 
men of the place except Uie Methodist, (who never tarry long enough with us, to 
render us the aid they otherwise would,) viz : — Orthodox, Baptist, and Unitarian. 

•lb- Widibwa la »■ in ludi 
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Their action has been perfectly and uBiformlj harmonioas. On the one han* 
they have required teiichers to ^TC religious instruction, within the meaning of 
the constitution and [lie statutes— but have enjoined them, on the other hand, tfl 
abstain from doctrines, which oceaaiou strife. 

About ten years :igo, our Central Board apjwinted » CommitiM, consisting of 
myself and all the Clergymen, to consider and report upon ihe subject of reli- 
gious instruction in our schools. Their report was drawn up by tne, and unani- 
mously adopted hy them and the Board, which embraced laymen of all the sect* 
in town. No one hinied at doctrinal instructions as proper, hut all insisted upoH 
the great trudis of revelation and christian morality, about which there was aO 
controversy among christians — atid I am confident now, that if a proposition wert 
made liere, to teach polemic theology, it would encounter the most prompt and 
resolute resistance from our orthodox lirethren and friends— lioth clerical and lay^ 



I have been nomewhat acquainted too with the schools in other places, for the 
r last 20 years, and I have ever understood that their regukiioos, in this respect, 
were similar to oars. ,,,..,,, 

Ever since the commencement of the present ceniurv, I nave had considerable 
acquaintance with the Common School system, in three, at least, of the New 
England Slates. From 13W to 1B07, 1 was a teacher myself, portions of each 
year, and the whole of the two last. I taught in Vermont, New Hampshire and 
Massachupetts. Tn every place I was in an orthodoi society, No^v I oevet 
taught such doctrines, though I then embraced them— nor was I required, or even 
' perm-tted to teach them. „ , . . ... 

On one occasion, I introduced the Westminster Catechism ; it was objected to 
by some Arminian menihers of the church, and at the suggestion of the pastor, a 
prudent orthodox divine, I laid it aside. 

I regret that a man of Mr. Newton's intelligence and influence can he no bet- 
ter employed than in reckless attempts to introduce into our schools, controver- 
Bies, which would inevitah y destroy their value, and probalily their esistence— 
widen the breach, and embitter tlie animosities which now exist among christ- 
ian sects, and poison the fountains of social and domestic life. 

Worcester, Jane 4, 1944. S. M. B. 



The Eighteenth paper is estracted from a communication in the New England 
Puritan published at Boston, which appeared June Tlh. 

OUR COMMON SCHOOL LAW. 

In the Puritan of May 24th, there is an extract from Hon. E. A. Newton's 
letter to the Christian Witness respecting the common schools of this State. I 
think the extract gives an erroneous view of the subject, which I wish to cot- 
Mr. N. objects to a single clause that was introduced into our school laws in 
1896 in the following words— "The school committees shall never direct to be 
purchased, or used in any of the town schools, any school books which are calcu^ 
fated to favor the tenets of any particular sect of Christians." ,, „ - . 

1 do not know who was the proposer of this section of the law. Mr. N. inti- 
mates that it wasaUnitaiian measure. It might have been proposed by a Bap- 
- list or Quaker, or Episc.ppalian, or an Orthodox Congregalionalist. The reason 
of tills law is this ; it was found by long experience that many children, on ac- 
count of the poverty of their parents, or for other reasons, were not furnished 
'with school books. As we believe that all the children ought to be insfrncied in 
the elements of useful knowledge, it became cecisaary to devise some plan fot 
obviating this difficulty. Accordingly a law was enacted authoriziM the cota- 
V-mitiee men to supply those children with books at the expense of th« town. 
This is a good Purit.n law. Another evil was found to exist— In this book-ma- 
king age, the publishers of books take special pains to introdace their own pabl^ 
cations into the schools. In some cases one teacher would introduce a new booli 
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rod the nest teacber would throw it out, and iDtroduce another — in lome »bm 

pedlen have gone into schools, and exchaogeJ their new books for old ones of 
some olher author. As a remedy for this evil, a law was enacted giviog ihe 
Tbole direction, ii^spectiog the books to be ased, to the town committee, h wtts ^ 
thuuijhl by some that thia law gare the committees too much power — thai often 
thi' majority of the commiitee would be of a differeai denoniioatioo from the ma-" 
jority of the people in some of tl« dist^il^tB and might introduce books which they 
would disapprove. The Legislature got round this dilGculiy by the clause of 
which Mr. N. complains, whicli proniuits these cooimilrees from iotroduciog 
any books ibatfavor aoy religious setM. The desisn of the law is to protect the 
people in the enjoymeni of their rich:s— its tbject is, oot to sap the fouodation of 
any one's reliaious faith, but to pri vciil its being done clandestinely by anv iudi- 
Tjdual. In the days of our ancemors there was no sreai diversity of school books 
and of course no necessity lor such a law. Is there any objection to this law T 
Is it not a good hw ? 

Suppose the school comrnittee of pjttsfield should get excited upon the subject 
of Episcopacy ; they might be inclined to imroduce Mr. Coleman's new book "a 
Church without a Bishop," or Punchard on Congregationalism; would not Mr. N. 
thiok it well to have the power of the school committee in sucb a case restrictedf 
Or suppose, Messrs. Editors, the tnnjority of your school commiitee were Ba|>- 
tiets, or Unirersaiists, would you not see a beauty in the prohibitory clause of the 
school law ? 

The law in the State of New York is similar tooura— it prohibits the introduc- 
tion of sectariari view^ of religion into the common schools. At the last anni- 
versary of the American Bible Society, Hiram Keichom, Esq., a lawyer and mem- 
ber of ooe of the Presbyterian churches in the city of New York, gave an address 
upon the introduction of tlie Bible into common schools and against seciariao in- 
struction. The following is an extract from that address. 

"You a'l know that it is an elementary principle of American law, and the 
American Constitution, andof Americin hearts, that the government has no right 
to raise money by tasfor the support of the Christian rtligion. And it is a great 
elementary principle in American law and American politics, and of all Ameri- 
can concerns, that religion here is to he supported by voluntary con 1 rib ut ions. It 
is our glory, our joy, that reliifion witb us is upheld by free hearts. Men may 
tas themselves, and I thank God they do tan ihemseives, for the support of reli- 
gion ; but tbe Stale has no right to lay a tax for this purpo^^e. 

"It follow" of necessity that these schools, maintained by a tax raised by ths 
State, arc not nnrscries for instruction in religion. It is aclinowledged in them ; 
it is recognized by them. But the peculiar doctrines of any one sect must not be 
taught in schools supported by any moneys raised by a tax on the people. Hence, 
schools furnished by the Stale, provide for ihe education of the children, as coiii- 
raon e!eineniary scfiools, for instruction in ihe common branches of education, 
and no more. Religious instruction is left to the parenis, to spiritual teachers, lo 
religious friends, ami to Sabbath schools. But here, no instruction is given in 
any doctrines peculiar to ony denoniination o( Christians." 

1 have never been able to see any good reason for the objections thai are made 
to the law under consideration, or to the Board of Education or the Secretary. 
Mr. N. writes as if the whole bu-inesa of the Board and its Secretary was to 
gnard against sectarian religion, and an "esmblisbed church." He eulogizes the 
schools of our Puritan ancestore. Out Puritan ancestors were all of one denomi- 
nation ; they h«d nothing to fear from sectarian books ; they drove the Quaker! 
and Baptists out of the commonwealth, and suffered no Episcopalians to hold 
anyoflrce. They kept the power in their own hands. The times have now 
changed: there are many denominations, and all jealous of iheir rights. All 
miy labor to diffuse their sentiments as zealously as they please; but is it best to 
introduce sectarian views of religion into the common schools? We may invite 
children and youth 10 our churches and Sabbath schools and there teach itiem 
what we please. But how can this matt-i be brought into common schools 
made up of children ot different denominations i 

I iniended to have caratnentei' on one or two other topics, but I fear I am oc* 
copying too muoti room.and will cloee by saying mat the Board of Education con- 
usu-flf eight UKiiibecs besides thetiweinutaadLieuu Goveiow. iDSte«d «f cI^Kt 
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en — and that the Normal schoola are not uader the imttiediate not entire' control 

of the Secretary. CIVIS. 

Tha Nineteenth pftpei closea the Itgal view of the subject in diBpnte. It ippesied 
ananjmooBljr, bnt ii known to hare been written by a te&rned Connaellor of the Bos- 
ton Bar, whom we should delight to name, although his wgument needs no name to 
command for it the faTornble veidict of an intelligent commanit]'. 

(F« iLe DmIwi rWly Ad.aliMr BDd Ptlriol,) 

THE RENEWAL OF THE 4TTACK OP THE CHRISTIAN WITNESS AND 

CHURCH ADVOCATE ON THE BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

In the Christian Wllnesi, of May 17, "E. A. N." renews his attack on the Board of 
Education. Aa that attack was met here by the diatiQCt disapprobation of those of 
its author's persuasion, whose diaapprobation was fatal tn his purpose, and as its alle- 
gatioDB and arguments were, not onlj in fact, but in public opinion, disproved and re- 
fated by the very able arid very temperate letter of the Secretary, its renewal can do 
little more than exhibit that pertinacity which winsneilher commendation nor success. 

But in the article of May 17, "E. A. N." pats forth a new construction Of the Stat- 
utes, and tn assure him against our miBapprefaenaion, we will give, first, the law as it 
stands in the book, and then his eiposition of it : — 
v» Revised Statutes, chap. 23, sec. 17.— "The Schoo! Committee of each town shall 

direct what books shall be used in the several schools kept by the town." 
^ Revised Statutes, chap. £3, sec. 23.~"The School Committee shall never direct to 
be purchased or used in any of the town schools, any school books which are calcula- 
ted to favor the tenets of any particular sect of Christians." 

We now cive thfl words of "E. A, N." and as he has italicised them : — "The law 
states that the School Committees shall not direct to be pnrohased or used, &c. any 
jcAdoI 6oofts— that is, books of instruction in history, geography and the like, as we 
affirm — but the Board of Education have construed the law, to exclude such works as 
the 'Assembly's Catechism.' " 

Now, the two sections we hare extracted from the Statutes, taken together, com- 
mand the School Committees to direct what "books of instruction in niston, ge- 
ognphy and the like" shall be used in the schools, and thej forbid them from direct- ' 
ing lo be need any books of a sectarian nature or tendency— and so these sections have 
been construed and acted on by all the School Committees in the Commonwealth. 

BDt"E. A.N." turns this completely about; he o^dtm the law to be, that the Com- 
mittees are forbidden to direct "as to books of instruction in history, geography, and 
the like," and that they may direct to be nsed the "Assembly's Catechism, and 
books of like doctrinal tendency, for he complains of the construction that would ex- 
clude "tuek workt." 

If his words are capable of, or nere used for other meanings, they are those sug- 
gested by his italics, and are necessarily one of these. 

1st. He italicises the word "direct" in the 23d section, and may mean that though 
the cotnmiltees may not direct, they may^rnuA to be used books of a sectarian len- 

Now the 17th section commands the Committees to direct "what bookt ihatlbt 
tutd" — the words are genera! and of their own force inclnde alt books that shall be 
naed ; the prohibition of the 23d section is specific, and confiDed to books of a sectari- 
an tendency, which and which alone, it excepts from the directingpowerof the Com- 

The law gives no power of direction to any body but the School ConoiitteeBi in 
them, therefore, the whole power is exolustveij vested — and ftom its nature, it must 
be na exclusive power, for if others, the mastei, the parents or pupils could also di- 
rect what hooks should be used, the power of che Committees and the purpose of the 
Statute, would be practically nullified— there would be in effect, ao directine power. 

Sd. "L. A. N," italicises the word ichool-bookg, and may mean that the Com- 
mittees shat! not direct to he used an]> school-books of a sectarian tendency, bat may 
direct to be used any books having that tendency, and not being school-books —if so, 
the law is, that the School Committees shall not teach sectarianism by "Colburn's Se- 
quel," but may by Paine "s "Age of Reason " 

We have given these three conBtruetions of *'E. A. N's" paragraph seriously and 
not in ridicule. The first, becaose it seemed to ns the obvious meaning of its words. 
The second, because it might be his meaning, as inferable from other parts of his eom- 
mnnication, and the third as the only other meaning ve could extort tcwa his lan- 
goags. ...... ....... 
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Butthe vistoTlnipBrarraphii, theimpreMionit wsald Anrey IhUthe BMid t4 
Ednution Im directed, u to the lue of rellgiom booki in the iOb(»li. They hai* 
no kuthDrity or powei to do io, thej hsve nerer done no, «nd n»Tm atlemptsd to dio 
ua; that power M giTOD to none uid withheld from all, became the l«w, while it 
■•eka to enfoiae on erety child thai moral cultaie «id intelligence, which (hall ">»k« 
him a eafe and good citiien — leavea his rdiguna education, the care of bis «oo]— t* 
tk*t good parental love and authority, lo wbieh God has commttted them, 

Tho«o wtohave attended to the atlacki of "E. A. N." will, we believe, ndrait that 
the only caoie of complaint th&t he hu showed against the Board of tducation and 
il> Seoretuy is, Uiat under their auipicea the law ai it atood before their eiiatence, 
hai not been warped and their power made the means of introducing Into the achoola 
(heaectariajiiam which the spirit and the letter of the Uweiclude. Jf there are those 
who would wisb the law changed, we are certain there is not out, who will aay that 
while the law remains in the siatute book he would wish it to be violated. 

*-E. A. a." claims that hia attacks on the Board of Education have been made IVom 
motives "pa« uadjtui." We beiieve that they have been honeslly made in this, that 
their author believes what he has said. His com munica lions may lack moch of Ihe 



spirit that befits a Chrisliim disputant, and something of that conventionalism which la 
turmed "good breeding,"— but their internal evidence is conclusive that ho does not 
and cannot »ee the issue otherwise thsn he has stated it. Hie opponenis will admit 
hia aincerity, but they will claim that he does not perceive thai Uhrifllendom is broad- 
er than his own platform of iaith— that he applies and confines to his own eretd the 
Saneral sentiments, ana the legal provisions and purposes («s well as the words of 
rr. Webster) which belong to no trted, but lo Rehqios, in the broad, the true, the 
American sense of that word, and thai be fails nol only to appreciate but to apprehend 
the great ends to which our Common School system is devoled, and the great pnnci- 
• pies on which it has been baaed. These ate American, for they comprehend the 
whole people, and the whole people's good— in disregard of caate by biith, or sect or 
creed— and they require for their apprehension a mind "native here and to the man- 
ner born," or that philosophical philanthropy, wiuch belongs to no conntry.andtobut 
few men,— and the want of which is never to be charged as a crime on those whose 
nnrtoie nnder other inQuences has conlined their sympathies to the pale of their 
molber Church. Calum non anim-am mutant jut trammare eumnit,'"' X. 

'Tk- writer did not translate hia Latin, bat we venture tn say thai in plain English 
••A Tory bom in Hai^ax does nolheannaa RepuUicanhy nurdy rtmemng to 



The Twentieth paper is an Exuact from a Lecture on the Use of the Bible as a 
School Book, deliTered at the request of the American Instiiute, before this contro- 
versy commenced. The Extract isgirenbecauseit comes from the BeT. President 
Humphrey, one of the Boaid of Ediication, referred to on page 10, and because it 
is believed to express the seniimenta of every enlightened evaogelioal betievei in 
the Stale. 

THE BIBLE AS A SCHOOL BOOK. 

There ia, lamaware, in the mindf of some warm and respectable friends of pop- 
ular education. Hu objection aKainstincorpoTatinf^relieiousmsiruciion into the sys- 
tem, as o.iie of ' its essential elements. It cannot, they think, be doae vithout 
bringing in along with it the evils of sectarianism. If ibis objection could not be 
obviaieii, it would, I confess, liave ^reat weight in my own mind. It suppoaea 
that if any religious instruction is given, the distinctive teneia of some particu- 
lar dojominaiion must be inculcated. But is this at alt necessary? Must we 
either exclude religion allogfether from our Common Schools, or leach soipe one 
^ of the various creeds which are embraced by as many different sects in the eccle- 
siastical calender ? Surely not. There are certain great moral and religious 
principles, in which all denominations are agreed, sucb as the ten command- 
ments, our Saviour's golden rule, every thing, in short, which lies within the 
whole range of duly lo God and duly to our fellow men. I should be glad lo 
know what sectarianism (here can be in a schoolmaster's leaching my children 
ibe first and second tables of the moral law — to "love the Lord their God with all 
their heart, sad their neighbor as ihemselves" — in teaching them to keep the Sab- 
bath holy, to hwcff their parents, aot to swear, nor drink, nor lie, nt« cheat, nor 
steal, oor covet. Verily, if this is what aov mean by seciarianism, then the more 
WD hfLTe. of itiiunv Coninon Hrlyf|rL-''lfljr"'"' ."It^^alaia^taUoPj^sh^U 



be lpr « iMncBtaiion," (Mtt there is so liiile of it. I Imto not ihn le^st beritation 
in u^in;, that no 'lostruetor, nrbether male or female, ought erer to be eii:iploy«i], 
vko IS not both aUa btkI willing to teach morality and t«liiion in ibe maonn 
wbich I lia*« jnit alhided to. Were Ibis faitbfully done tn all the primary acboola 
of the nation, oarrlril and ix-ligioos liberties, and all onr blessed institutions, 
wnold be incomparably safer Ihiin they ace now. The parent who aaya, I do not 
■end my child to school to learn religion, but to be tausbt reading, and writing, 
and grammar, knows not "what manner of spirit he is of." It is rery certain that 
anch a father will teach his children anything but religion at home ; and ta it 
right that thev should be left to grow up as heathens in a Chfisiinn land? If he 
sajrs to the scaoolmaater, I do not wish you tn make my son ai Episcopalian, a 
^ Bapiist, a Presbyterian, or a Methodist, rery weU. Th^t is not the schoolmas- 
ter's bminesi. He was noi hired to leach sectarianism. But if the pareni means 
to say, 1 do not send my child to school to have you teach him to fear God, and 
keep Ms command men is. to be temperate, honest and true, to be a good eon and 
a good man, then the child is to be pitied for baring such a taiher; and with good 
leaion might we tremble for all that we hold most dear, if auch remonstrances 
were to be maliiplied and to prevail. 

The Twenty First paper is an extmot from the Trumpet or UnivereaUst Maga* 
zme, published a( Boston, in April. It shows in strong terms what rpcepiion the 
mad project of Mr. Newton and the "Witness" would meet with from the nu- 
memus, powerful and active sect tbai the Trumpet represents. . 

SECTARIAN ATTACK ON THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 



without liberality of spirit, without respect for other denominations, and with a 
verj^ strong desire to bring the public schools under sectarian influence. If men 
of his spirit had the power they so much desire, there would be' great danger that 

*' our Common Schools would become tnere nurseries ofseciarism. • • • • 
But what competency has Mr. Howe, editor of the "Witness," to jud^ con- 
cerning- the subjects on which he is so ready to write ? He evidently is ignorant 
of the very laws of ihe Commonweal th. The slatute providing that seetarism 
■hallnolbetanirbt in the Common Schools, was puhlished in IS27, and has since 
been re-en!>cted in the Revise i Staiuies. But Mr, Howe evidently supposes, that 
it was a p-irt of the Constitution. He calls it "the words of the Constiiuiion," 
adopted by "our fathers." We know not but the Gentleman has been well in- 
structed in seeiarism in the schools he his attended, but he evidently tachs know- 
ledge in legard lo the Constitution and laws of ihe,State, And we advise Mm . 
to study our laws a little more faithfullyT before he assumes to be a teacher of 
Others m regard to their import. We know of no sight more to be deplored, than 
an isoorioi man taking such airs upon himself. 

On this great mistake, the editor of the "Witness" baeas his most important 
arguoieni ; and if the foundatinn fails, as we have seen it does, the superstructure 
mast go with it. He attempts to show, that at the time the school law was 

^ adopted, "the principles in dispute between the different sects were, that the con- 
gregation should choose the clergyman ; that there is bot one scripiiiral mode of 
baptism ; that an itinerant ministry and class meetings are important features f4 
ft church economy, and that episcopacy is essential to the perfect order of th« 
church." These, says he, were the points in dispute when the Constitution was 
adopted, end these were intended by the term sectarism in the sense of the Con- 
•■.icuiion ! • • • And see how wide n door he leaves open for the introduc- 
tion of sectarism. Endless hei! torments, the trinity, vicarious atonement, total 
^depravity — all these disputed doctrines may be taught in ihe public schools, ac- 
cording to Mr. Howe's exposition of the law. We have only to say, if these dea- 
pertte fanatics should succeed in engrafting ^pir theology upon the Com- 
mon School system, and if it could not he separated therffrom, it would not be 
long before an ase would be laid to the lool of the tree and the whole woald come 
down. For there are many thonssnds of parents in this State who would school 
their children at home, rather than allow them to ba taught such doctrines as 
tbSK U/t Hdwv aiSiiiiMmHi6i>uanwaiid ia n wjyoa. Ub»bb»th»a%heMk^v 
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that a majority of this Commoawealth will ever graiiry him by the introduction 
of the doctrines above named, or any other sectarian doctrines, inio the public 
schools, he isdoomed toa great disappointoieDt. If the world wishes to see the 
influence which the Episcopal Church has upon popular educatioQ, tei ir look 
to England, and see how the children of the common people are suQering for the 
w6ni of education there. If the Episcopal Church were connected with 3ie State 
here, as it is there, we should eipeci the same results. 

Mr. Howe and his coadjutors have contended, as n'e think, with an astonish- 
ing hliudness to truth, that the Common School system of Massachusetts and the 
system v( Mr. Girard of Philadelphia, are essentially the same. This was said to 
prejudice the mind against the Massachusetts system. But the truth is, there is 
DO similarity between our system and that of Mr. Girard. His is anti-cieKcal ; 
' but the Massachusetts system is not anti'Clerica!. Are there no clergy on the 
school committees? Are not the clergy permitted to enter the schools? Yesj 
but the law says to them, eeutlemeu, you shall not introduce your suctarian opin- 
ions. G-irard would not admit the clergy at all into his ins"""''~ 



NOTE. 

Just as the last sheet of this pamphlet was going to the press, we have acci- 
dentally seen an article in the Christian Reflector, the paper quoted by the "Wit- 
ness," (see page 6) as concurring with it in its views respecting the Moard of 

- Education. As the Beflector is the only paper in the State, so far as we have 
seen or heard, thafhas given the slightest countenance to the "Witness" in its 
aspersioBS of the Board, we think it proper to notice its disavowal of the views 

•imputed to it. 

The object of the present article in the ReBector is to disclaim any approval of 
the course of the Witness in its attack upon the Board, and it apologized for hav- 
ing allowed the quotation "to pass without comment," on the ground that ii did 
not wish ' to be involved in the discussion." The Reflector then proceeds toaay, 
"We trust its influence (that of the discussion) may be on the whole, to in- 
crease the confidence of the people in the Board of Education, and at the same 
time to make them as watchful, as it is right ihcy should he, against any abuse of 
the system which they are able so promptly and succesafully to defend. 
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